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Kerala Gazette No. 19 dated 9th May 1978 . 
PART I 


GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 


Abstract 


HOUSING - LOANS UNDER THE Low INCOME GROUP HOUSING SCHEME 
AND THE MIDDLE INCOME GROUP HOUSING Scheme - ExecuTION 

SURETY BONDS - AMENDMENTS TO RULES - ORDERED 


LABOUR & HOUSING (J ) DEPARTMENT 
G.O. (MS.).No: 45778 /L & HD . Dated , Trivandrum , 10th April 1978 . 


Read :-1. Government Letter No. 38503/E3/69/LA & SWD dated 

24-2-1970. 
2. G.O. (MS) 78 /70 /LA & SWD dated 19-5-1970 . 
3. Government Letter No : 23135/Pt.. Spl. 3/71/LAD dated 

4-1-1972 . 
Letter No. HS 1-4420 /77- dated 7-10-1977 from the 
Secretary, Board of Revenue (LR), Trivandrum 


ORDER 


As per the existing rules relating to the Low Income Group Housing 
Scheme and the Middle Income Group Housing Scheme, joint mortgago 
deeds have to be got executed by the applicants and the surety in cases 
where the loan is sanctioned taking into account the income of another 
person who stands surety for the repayment of the loan . In the references 
read above Government have clarified that joint mortgage deeds need not be 
got executed in such cases as there is no pint in getting a mortgage deėd 
executed by a person who has no right or interest over the land to be mort 
gaged in favour of Government. But Surety Bonds have to be taken from 
all persons held liable towards the repayment of the loan and whose income 
is taken into account in determining the quantum of the loan sanctioned . 
Government are therefore pleased to make the following amendments to the 
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rules relating to the Low Income Group Housing Scheme and the Middle 
Income Group. Housing Scheme, namely : 


AMENDMENTS 
1. " In the Rules relating to the Low IncomeGroup Housing Scheme 
as re-issued in the G. 0. (P ) 217/70 /LA & SWD dated the 16th September, 
1976 , 

(i) In Note 2 to rule 24 the following sentence shall be added in 
the end , namely : 

" If the person who stands surety for the repayment has no right or 

interest over the land offered as security , a surety bord alone 
shall be executed by such person in the form given as 

Annexure Q 

(ii ) After the Annexure P , the following form of surety bond 
shallbe added as Annexure Q , namely : 


" Annexure Q 
FORM OF SURETY BOND 

[Part A - II Note 2 to Rule 24 ] 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS THAT I ... 


(Here enter name and address) am firmly held and bound to the Governor 
of Kerala (herein after referred to as the Government” , in the sum of 
Rs.... 

.. (Rupers in words also ) 
well and truly to be paid to the Government on den and 1or which payment 
I bind myself, my heirs, executors, legal representatives and assizns by these 
presents. 
Signed and dated this the.. 

.day of 
......... One thousand nine hundred and seventy 
Signed by Shri.. 
In the presance ofwitnesses: 

1 . 

2 . 
WHEREAS by a mortgage deed executed on 

(hereinafter referred to 
as " the mortgage deed " ) by my wife Smt. 
(H. E. name and address) (hereinafter called " the loance" ),in favour of the 
Government, the Government have agreed to advance to the loanee a 
sum of Rs.. 

as a loan under the..... 


on 


Scheme (Hereinafter referred as " the rules " ) for the purpose of. 


WHEREAS under the rules, where the property on which the building is. 
proposed to be constructed is owned by a woman and loan is sanctioned on 
the basis of the income of her husband the husband should stand surety for 
the repayment of the loan in addition to the mortgage of the house and land 
by the female applicant; 
WHEREAS I have agreed to stand surety for the repayment by .. 

..the loanee of the loan account of 
Rs. 

with interest and costs in accordance with 
the terms and conditions contained in the mortgage deed and the rules. 

Now the condition of the above written bond is that if the loanee shall 
repay the loan amount with interest and shall perfom all the other terms 
and conditions contained in the mortgage deed and the rules, then the above 
written bond shall be void and of no effect, otherwise the same shall be and 
remain in force and effect : 

Provided always that if the loanee fails to utilise the loan amount for 
the purpose for which it was granted or in the event of her failing to 
comply with all or any of the terms and conditions contained in the mort 
gage deed and the rules, then the entire amount of loan with interest due 
thereon shall become immediately repayable in a lump atonce and I shall 
pay the same. In case I fail to pay the amount when so demanded the 
Government may recover the amount from me and my properties in the 
manner hereinafter provided. 

I hereby further agree that all sums found due to the Government under 
or by virtue of this bond shall be recoverable from me and from my properties 
movable and immovable under the provisions of the Revenue Recovery Act . 
for the timebeing in force as through such.sums are arrears of land revenue 
and in such other manner as the Government may deem fit. 

Signed and delivered by Shri. 
In the presence of witnesses. 


2 . 

2. In the rules relating to the Middle Income Group Housing Scheme 
as reissued in the G. O. ( P ) 177 /76 LA & SWD dated the 28th July, 1976 , 

(i) For the existing condition (i) under Note 3 (0) to rule 1 of 
Part I, the following condition shall be substituted , namely: 

" (i) The spouse of the applicant stands surety for the repayment 

of the loan and executes a surety bond in the form given as 
Annexure L ; and" 


( ii ) after Annerare K , the following form of surety bond shall 
be added as Annexure L , namely : 


« Annexure " L 
FORM OF SURETY BOND 

[Part I-Note 3 (f) (i) under Rule 1 ] 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS THAT: I .. 
(H. E. name and address) am firmly held and bound to the Governor of 
Kerala (hereinafter referred to as " the Govern nent” ) in the sum of Rs..... 

(Rupees in words also ) 
well and tfuly to be paid to the Government on demand for which payment 
I bind myself, my heirs, executors legal representatives and assigus by 


these presents. 


day of 


Signed and dated this the . 

..one thousand nine hundred and seventy 
Signed by Shri. 
In the presence of witnesses: 

1 . 

2 , 
WHEREAS by a mortgage deed executed on-. 

(hereinafter referred to as " the mortgage 
deed " ) by my wife Smt. 

(H. E. name and address) ( hereioafter called 
" the loance” ) in favour of the Government, the Government ha:: agreed to 
advance to the loanee, a sum of Rs..... 

...as a loar under the 

.scheme (Hereinafter referred as " ue rules" ) 
for the purpose of 

WHEREAS under the rules, where the propery on which the building is 
proposed to be constructed is owned by a woman and Joan is sanctioned 
on the basis of the income of her husband, the husband should stand surety 
for the repayment of the loan in addition to the mortgage of the house and 
land by the female applicant; 
WHEREAS I have agreed to stand suresy for the repayment 

the loanee of the loan account of Rs..... 
..with interest and costs in accordance with the terms and condi 
tions contained in the morigage deed and the rules . 

Now the condition ofthe above written bond is that if the loance shall 
repay the loan amount with interest and shall perform all the other terms 
and conditions contained in the mortgage deed and the rules, then the above 
written bond sha:l be void and of no effect, otherwise the same shall be and 
remain in full force and effect: 


Provided always that if the loanee fails to utilise the loan amount for the 
purpose for which it was granted or in the event of her failing to comply 
with all or any of the terms and conditions contained in the mortgage deed 
and the rules, then the entire amount of loan with interest due - thereon 
sball becoxe immediately repayable in a lump atorce and I shall pay the 
same, 

In case I fail to pay the amount when so demanded the Government 
may recover the amount from me and my properties in the manner herein . 
after provided . 

I hereby further agree that all sums found due to the Government 
under or by virtue of this bond shall be recoverable from me and from my 
properties movable and immovable under the provisions of the Revenue 
Recovery Act for the time being in force is though such sums are arrears of 
land revenue and in such other manner as the Government may deem fit . 

Signed and delivered by Shri. 
In the presence of witnesses: 


2 . 

The above amendment shall be deemed to have come into force with 
effect from 24-2-1970. 

By order of the Governor, 

J. S. BADHAN 

Secretary . 
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PART I 


GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour ard Housing A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. (Rt.) No. 389/78 /L & H . Dated, Trivandrum , 10th March 1978 . 

The award of the State Arbitration Board , Trivandran in respect 
of the dispute between the Management of Trichur Cotton Mills Ltd., 
Nattika and their workmen represented by the President, Trichur Cotton 
Mills Worker s Union (INTUC); Nattika , Trichur received by Government 
on 2-3-1978 is hereby published under Section 17 ofthe Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947 ). 

By order of the Governor, 

P. P. MATHULLA, 
Deputy Secretary.. 


Before the State Arbitration Board , Trivandrum 

Present :: 
Sri V. K. Velayudhan - Chairman . 
Sri T. R. Sukumaran Nair - Member 
Sri R. Prakasam -- Member 

- IN A. B. No. 1176 

Betgeen 
The Management of Trichur Cotton Mills Ltd., Nattika . 

And 
The worknien of the said Concern represented by the President, 
Trichur Colon Mills orker s Union ( INTUC), Nattika, 

Trichur. 
Representations: 
1 . TheManager, 

Trichur Cotton Mills Ltd., 

Nattika , Trichur Dist. 
2 . The President, 

Trichur Coton Mills Worker s Union ( INTUC), For It orkmen 

Nattika , Trichur Dist. 
GA . 42/ E 


For Managemeni 
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AWARD 


1. This is an Industrial Dispute between the Management of Trichur 
Cotton Mills Ltd., Nattika , Trichur (hereinafter referred to as the Manage 
ment ) and the workmen of the said concern represented by the President, 
Trichur Cotton Mills Worker s Union , Nattika , Trichur Dist. (hereinafter 
referred to as the Union ) 

2. In pursuance ofsub -section ( 3) of section 10 A of Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 ( CentralAct 14 of 1947 ) and as agreed to by the parties in Form 
C the Government of Kerala by their Notification No. 2369/A1/76 /LBR 
dated 9-2-1976 referred the dispute for decision to the State Arbitration 
Board . 

3. The specific matter in dispute for Arbitration is dismissal of Sri 
A.K. Jayaprakash . 

4 . The Board having been seized of the matter, issued notices to the 
parties for appearance and filing their statements. Accordirgly the Union 
filed their claim statement on 16-5-1976 and the Management filed their 
Counter - statement on 22-5-1976 . The Union also filed rejoinder to the 
Counter -statement filed by the Management on 19-6-1976 . 

5. The Union examined six witnesses (WWI tó WW6). The Manage 
ment examined two witnesses (MWI and MW2). The Union filed 
3 Exhibits (Ext. Wl to W3) and the Management filed 5 Exhibits 
(Ext.M1 to M5). The Board finally heard the arguments on 4-2-1978. 
6. The case of the Union can be stimmarised thus: 

Sri A. K. Jayaprakash has been working as a Winder ( Ticket No. 3) 
for 8 years in Trichur Cotton Mills Ltd., Nattika, Trichur when he was 
dismissed from service by the Management from 24-10-1975 after conducting 
a domestic enquiry . Teevents leading to the dismissal started with a 
show cause notice containing four charges addressed to him by the Manage 
ment dated nil for which he submitted his explanation . Subsequently a 
suspension order pending enquiry was given to him with one more , charge . 
The charges were: 

(i) that on 3-8-1975 the worker was going out, off and on , without 

the permission of the superiors. 
(ii) That he lowered the production from the normal work load 

of 24 drums to 12 drums inspite of repeated warnings from the 

superiors. 
( iii ) that his efficiency has not been upto themark for the past few 

months. 
( iv ) that he spoiled the atten lance card by drawing pictures 

on it . 
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(v ) that on 29-8-1975 in the first shift, he took , twò baskets of 

thread for winding and placed them at his work spot and after 
winding one basket of thread he took the other without 
permission of the maistry and placed it on the first spinning 
frame and from the first spinning frame another basket into 

which doff was coming was taken for winding. 
The charges were denied by him . Then the management conducted a 

domestic enquiry as they considered the reply denying the charges as unsatis 
" . factory . The enquiry was not free and fair. The Union protested against 

the enquiry , later on . The enquiry is unjust, illegal and is opposed to 
principles ofnatural justice. The findings of the enquiry report are perverse 
and the enquiry Officer has gone wrong in his appreciation of evidence: So 
the enquiry report,is to be rejected . 

The nanagement was actuated by ulterior motive in levelling the 
charges and the motive is to victimise the worker for his trade union 
activities and for his father s activity agair st the conduct of the inanagement. 
The punishment of dismissal is too harsh and severe . So it is subni ted 
that the Board may be pleased to set aside the order of dismissal and order 
reinstatement of the worker with all his back pay and allowances. 
7. The case of the management is as follows: 

Sri Jayaprakash was an employee of Trichur Cotton Mills and working 
as a Winder . He committed grave and serious misconducts prejudicial to 
the discipline and working of the Mill. So he was charge sheeted and a 
show cause notice was issued to him directing him to submit his explanation , 
if any, in the matter. He submitted his explanation denying the allegations. 
So an enquiry was conducted by an enquiry Officer and the worker was 
afforded full opportunities to conduct his defence . The allegation of the 
Union to the contrary has been invented later on when the clarification 
statement before the Board was drafted by the Union . The worker or the 
union did not make any protest regarding the conduct of the enquiry . The 
enquiry was quite fair , proper, legal, and valid . There is nothing illegal 
or improper in the findings arrived at by the enquiry Officer . The charges 
levelled and proved . against the workman are grave and erious acts of 
misconducts as per the provisions of the standing orders. There is no 
ulterior motive in the action taken and the cry of victimisation is made for 
the first time only in the clarification statementmade before the Board . 

The punishinent of dismissal is fair and proper and in conformity with 
the gravity of the offences comnitied by the worker. So it is prayed that 
the Board may. pass an award upholding the action taşen by themanage 
ment, 

8. The union and the ntmagement a Iduced evidence in respect of their 
respective contentions. The union closed is evidence by examining their 
witness No. WW6 on 27-7-1977. Th : management also closed their 


evidenee with the examination of MW2 or 2-1,1978 . The case was there 
aſter posted for hearing arguments. The union closed their arguments on 
25-1-1978. The case then stood posted for hearing arguments of management 
to 25-1-1978 . On that date the management submitted a petition praying 
for a preliminary decision regarding the validity of the domestic enquiry. 
However, the Counsel for the management began his arguments stating that 
he is not pressing for an immediate order on his petition but that he would 
be satisfied if the validity of the domestic en quiry receives the attention of 
the Board in the course of passing its award and that if the Board eventually 
comes to a decision that the domestic enquiry is not in order , be may be 
given further opportunity to let in additional evidence in support of the 
charges against the dismissed worker. 

9. The point that arises for consideration in this petition iswhether ihe 
procedure applicable to Labour Courts and Industrial Tribunals that it is 
necessary on their part to arrive at a preliminary decision as to whether the 
domestic enguiry is in order or not, is also applicable to the proceedings 
before an Arbitrator . The effect of the Supreme Court rulings on this point 
is that even if some of the tråppings of a Court are present in his case, he 
lacks the basic, the essential and the fundamental requisite in that bchalf 
because he is not invested with the State s inherent judicial power that he is 
appointed by the parties and the rower to decide the dispute , between the 
parties who appoint him is derived by him from the agreement of the parties 
and from no other source . So it behoves the Arbitrator to follow a course 
of enquiry which is larger and flexible than the rigid judicial course to be 
followed by a Tribunal or a Labour Court. 

10. The issue referred for decision by the Arbitration Beard is the 
dismissal of the worker. An agitation continued by the workers against the 
dismissal of the workman has led to the agreement between the parties for 
Arbitration by the Board on the question of dismissal. It follows from this 
agreement of the parties that the order of dismissal of the Management 
stands re-opened irrespective of the validity or otherwise of the domestic 
enquiry. It seemstherefore, that the Board is competent to continue the 
enquiry into the charges against the worker even in case the domestic 
enquiry is found to be in order. After all , the procedure , as laid down by 
the Supreme Court is for affording an opportunity to the employer to 
"substantiate the charges . levelled against the workmen by independent 
evidence before the Tribunal/Labour Court, in case the domestic enquiry is 
found to be defective. 

11. In this case before the Board the employer has had ample opport, 
unity to let in evidence and as a matter of fact, examined 2 witnesses and 
produced all the documents that the Management considered necessary to 
prove its case in this enquiry . The Management closed its evidence with 
the examination of M.W. 2 of3-1-1978 and arguments started on 25-1- 78 . 

12. On going through the records of Ext. M5 (domestic enquiry file ) 
we find that reasonable opportunity was given to the worker for conducting 
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Jis defence and that he has fully participated in the domestic enquiry . The 
Board is therefore of the view that the contention of the Union against the 
propriety of the proceedings in the domestic enquiry and the contention of 
perversity in the findings of the Enquiry Officer stand unsubstantiated . 

13. In considering the transgression on the part of the dismissed worker 
involved in all the 5 charges, it is in evidence that he had been a good 
worker. The ugl, the Er quiry Cfficer found dismissal a ft punishment in this 
case , he has Jeft the question of punishment to the discretion of the Manage 
mert without making a formal recorrmendation for dismissal. It may also 
be ren embered that the charges were develled against him by a former . 
Management. Since the dismissal of the worker, the Management of this 
Mill has changed hands and it is now a new Management that is running 
the Mill . The real party in this dispute is the Latour Union representing 
the majority of the workers in the Mill. It behoves the new Management 
to wipe off Old grievances and to start on a clean sale which is bound to 
foster and maintain harmonious elationship with their workers. In this 
light, the Board is inclined to ihink that the punishment of dismissal is too 
severe and disproportionate to the lapses and misconduct on his part. 
Accordingly the Board directs the Managen.es t 10 reinstate the worker with 
effect from the date of coming into force of this award , without payment of 
back wages and allowances for the period from the date of his cismissal to 
the date of his reinstatement. 

14. Incidentally, we may olscise that, in view of our finding in the 
propriety of the domestic enquiry and the findings of the Enquiry Officer, 
the petition put in Ly the Counsel for the Management praying for a 
preliminary decision on the domestic enquiry has becon è infructucus. 

15 . This award shall come into filewithin 30 days a publication in 
the Kerala Gazette . 

Dated this the 25th day of February, 1978. 


-V . K. Velayudhan , 

Chairman 


T. R. Sukumaran Nair, 

Member 


R. Prakasam , 

Member 


Appendix 
List of Witnesses examined by the Management : 

MW1 - I. S. Raman 

MW2 - K . K. Joy 
List of Witnesses examined by the Union : 

wwi- A K. Jayaprakash 
WW2- P.S. Řamadas 
GA . 42/B . 


WW3-0 , K. Aravindan 
WW4.-C. L. Jose 
WW5Nanukutty Menon 
WW6 – K , G. Sankaran 


List of Exhibits marked by the Management: 
Ext. Mi- Reply to the show cause notice 
Ext . M2--Winding wages register 
Ext.M |--155th page of winding wagus register 
Ext:M2 (b )--- 167th 

do . do . 
Ext . M3-- Wage slip for the month of August 1975 
Ext . M4--Wage slip for the month of August, 1975 
Ext.- M5--Enquiry proceedings 
List of Exhibitsmarked by the Union : 
Ext. 11 --Show cause notice dated nil issued to Shri Jayaprakash 
Ext . W2 -Suspension notice dated 29-8-1975 issued to Shri Jayaprakash 
Fxt . W3. - A copy of the letter addressed to the Manager Trichur Cotton 

Mills Ltd., Nattika . 
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PART I 

GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour & Housing ( A ) Daparma 

NOTIFICATION 
G.O.(Rt.) No. 466 /78 /L & H 

Dated Trivandrum , 18th March 1978 . 
The award of the Labour Court, Quilon in respect of the dispute 
between the Managing Director, Trivandrum Spinning Mills Ltd., Bala 
ramapuram and their workmen represented by the 

(1) The Trivandrum Spinning Mills Workers Union , Balarania . 
puram . 

(2) Trivandrum District Spinning Mills Workers Union, Balarama. 
puram . 

(3) " Trivandrum Spinning Mills Employees Union, · Balarama 
puram . 

(4 ) . Trivandrum Spinning Mills Employees Association , Balarama 
puram . 

(5) Trivandrum Spinning Mills Employees Union, (DLF) Bala 
ramapuram 

(6 ) Trivandrum Spinning Mills Thozhilali Union , Balaramapuram . 

( 7) Trivandrum Spinning Mills Staff Association , Balaramapuram 
and 

(8) Trivandrum Spinning Mills Staff Union , Balaramapuram 
received by Government on 14-3-1978 is hereby published under section 17 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947) . 

By order of the Governor. 
: P. P. MATHULLA , 

Deputy Secretary. 
In the Labour Court (Korala State ), Qailon 
Dated this the 18th day of February, 1978 

Prasont : 
TRY ALFRED DANIEL, B.A.B.L .. 
Presiding Officer 

IN 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 84/72 

Botween 
The Managing Director, Trivandrum Spinning Mills Ltd., 

Balaramapuram 

And 
The workmen of the above mill represented by the Trivandrum 
Spinning Mill Workers Union, Balaramapuram 

and 7 other Unions 
Q.A , 57/V 


Representation : 


For the Management 


Shri B.S. Krishnan 
Advocate , Ernakulam 


Shri M. Javachandran Nair, For the Union 
Advocate, Ernakulam 

AWARD 
This is a reference made by the Kerala Goverr ment by their order 
GO (Rt.) No. 906/72 LB dated 10-8-1972 for adjudication of the above 
In ustri- L Dis ute by his court . The reference is under Section 10 (1) (c) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act of 1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947 ) . 

The dispu s was between the Managing Director of the Trivandrum 
Spinning Mills Ltd., Balaramapuram and the workmen of the said .mill 
represcated by — 

1. The Trivandrum Spinning Mills Workers Union , Balaramapuram . 

2. Trivandrum District Spinning Mills Workers Union Bal rama 
puram . 

3. Trivandrum Spinning Mills Employees Union, Balaramapuram . 

4. Trivandrum Spinning Mills Emplyccs Association , Balarama 
pur.m. 

5. Trivar drum Spinning Mills Employees Union - (DLF) , Balarama 
puram 

6. Trivandrum Spinning Mills Thozhilali Union , Balaram apúrım . 
7. Triva : drum Spinning Mils Staff Association , Balaramapuram And 
8. Trivandrum Spinning Mills Staff Union , Balaramapuram . 
Thişsucs referred for adjudication are , 

(1) Whethermembers of staff are entitled for wages from 18-3-1972 M 
tiil the reopening of the Mill ? 

(2 ) . Whether the workmen are entitled for wages from 27-4-1972 
till the recpening of the Mill ? 

Before this court union numbers 1, 2 , 3, 6 and 8 have filed separate 
claim statements and union N s. 4 and 5 have filed a joint claim statement. 
U. No: 7 became difunct. After filing claim statement, Union No. 8 
also br.camc defur et. Of the remaining 6 Unions, Union Nos, 1 to 5 
repedewurkin n and Union No. 6 repres nts the staff. So U ion 
Nos. 1 t . 5 are concerned with issue 2, while union No. 6 is concerned with 
issue I. 

The subsance of the clim st tements of the unions 1 to 3 is almost the 
simc ind i : this There was a dispute between the workers End the 
m nag rent, id thu w akers were compelled 10. resort to direct action to 
It thuir grievances redr ssed . Atlast on 24-4-1972 a šttleme t was entered 
into on the mediation of the Joint Labour Commissioner in the presence of 


- 


the Hon ble Ministers for Labour and Industries. As a result of the settle 
ment the mill was reop ned on 23-4-1972 and normal work began . To reek 
vengeance on the workmear, who resorted to direct acti in for imple enti 
tio 1 of tveir dem inds, themanagement d :nied employm :nt to the wo kers 
by an illegal and arbitrary luck out the mill . There was no justifiable 
reason or circumstance for the lock out. Nntice was given to th : workers 
as contemplated in the Indaštrial Disputes A t. This is an act of viitani 
sation on the part of the management. Hence the workm n are lega y 
entitled to get their wages for the period from 27-4.1972 til the reopening 


of the millon 14-6-1972. OF 


It is further clarified in the Joi t claim statement of union No. 4 and 
5. and in te claim statement of unioN). 8 that there was a stike 
by workers from 14-3-1972 in which the sta4 mentors did not pit 
cipate , it was that strike that was called ost , by the agre mont rin 

24-4-1972 on the reopening of the mill on 25 4.1972 in accordance with the 
Psettlement the staffmembers and workinen reporied for work and anrnded 

to their normalwork , on 25-4-1972 win th : stail mem ) rnd wurkmen 
re octed for work some of the statlin mbr s C. Ramacha.dr in Nir , 
C Raveendewath , K.Cian ita ekhiran Nur nl... Peter, wo a e 
active members ofwon no . 4 and 5 , war : no: a lrwalt) work all the 
management recorded " no work " against the atten la ice alrell, register d 
azainst this arbitrary aniunjust action of the minagem nt thesalfinembers 
observed a pen down" strike on 26-1-1972. and notices were given to tic 
management and other Gov rnment authori ies,on 27-4 1972 themanagem nt 
pasted a : the mill s gate a cl sure otice, the de ialfwork continue t II 
13-6-1972 on which date a setulement was arrived at wher by the present 
dispute was referred to this court. the workmen did not prticipatin 
the pend own strike and the staffmombe s were working win the wurkme 
were on strike and all staffmembers end workmen are entitled to - wages ior 
the period of lock out. 

Union No. 6 by its claim statement has put forward the following cise 
on behalf of the staffmembers Following the dismissal of two) workinen ail 
the workers went on strike froin 14-3-1972 , but th staffmembers attended to 
their work as usual. On 17-3-1972 the workers on strike obst uciel the stiff 
members at the entrance of the mill and prev nted them from entering the 
mills . On 18-3-1972 also they did not allow the staff members to enterthe 
mills and further mai handled a driver of the mills. 0. 20-3-1972 the saff 
Association wrote to ihc a tho ities of the mill and Governin nt about th : 
ditficulties faced by the staff m mbers in re orting for work and reque ting 
for adequate protrc ion and also expressing the readiness of the staff 
members to work . On 7.4 1972 the Association wiote tu f.emanag mnt 
emphasising that the staff m mbers were rady to work and d mining 
full wages for the days they we.e prevented fro . d ing w.k Btn 
replý was receive to the e ter of 20-3-1972 and 7-4 . 972 Bat the Gineral 
Manager and theManaging Director as ured the repr. sentati es of the 
Association that the salary for the period of the strike by the wo kers will be 
disbursed to the staff members and the staff members we.e required to report 
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at the residence of the General Manager which had been furetioning as the 
camp office during thr str ke and to do work according to inst uctions of the 
GeneralManagra.d the Man ging i ector rom time to time. The st ff 
members acred according y. But all the staff members, excepting a few 
were denied wages. The act on of he management in so denying wages to 
The staff members,excepting a few , from 18-3-1972 to 24-4-1972 on which date 
the dispute between the workmn and the man gement was settled at a 
cnr forence was ur just and ill. gal. So the taff members are eni tied to full 
wiges for the per od from 18-3-1972 to 24-4-1972. They are also entitled to full 
w ges from 25-4-1972 o 13 6-1972 b cause they attended to theirnormal work 
on 25.4.1972. On 26-4-1972 also they reported for work , but some of the staff 
mm rs who worked on .25-4-1972 were not allowed to work ard it was 
recorded " no work " against the attendance registered by them . Against 
this arbitrary and unjust ac ion of the mnageme t , the staff members 
obsery d.a " pen do vnl striks on 26-4-1972 and notices of this were given to 
the management and other Goverrmental a thorities. On 27.4.1962 a closure 
no tice was pasted on the m ll s gute by the management. The denial of 
work continued till 13-6-1972 on which date a settlementwas arrived at, as a 
result of which the present dispute was referred to this court. 

The management has filed a written statement contending mainly as 
ollows: Since the matter in dispute falls specifically under the 3rd Schedue 
ind not urder the 2n i Schedule to the Industrial Disputes Act, this coulrt 
has no uris fiction to c .tertain the dispute and the reference is hence bad 
in law . Though the staff mºmbers did not actually go on strike from 
14-3-1972. they could not be provided with work onsequent on the strike 
of the workmin for this the management cannot be blamed . For the 
conciliation conference of 24.4-1972 in which the issues arising out of the 
Bir ke of the workm n wäre disc issed the unions representing the staff 
members wire als invited , but they opted to remain outside the settlement 
of 24-4-1972 . And the unions present for the conference did not 
pemand 

any wages for th : period of strike and -- 10 all of 
them are e topped from claim ng wages for that period of strike. Neither the 
Gneral Manager nor the Man girig Director ga e any assurance to the 
members of the Staff Association that salary for the period of strike will be 
disbur cd to the staff members . So also the staff members were not directed 
10 report to the resid nce of the General Minager and act according to 
..in tructions. Those who were instructed like driver, cashier etc., were paid 
al n . The mill was reopened only on 26-4-1972 as per the settl "ment of 
244-1972 . So it is not corr to say that the staff members attended t . 
their normalwork on 27-4-1972. Some of the staff members were directed 
to work on 25-4-1972 to prepare the mill for working on 26-4-1972. Those 
mmbers who were not so directed and who came on their own voſition on 
26-4-1972 could not be provided with work as there was no work for them . 
Even according to the settlem nt of 24 4-19-2 the managem “ntwas obliged 
to provide work only from 26.4-1972 and that too in a phased programmc. 
Burcle anding work for :... the staffmemb rs from 26-4-1972 they started 
an in de finlte strike, which lasted 11 13.6-1972. During that period of strike 
she staff members did not allow the workmen to report for work. Even 


otherwise when one section struck work It was impresible for the management 
to give work to the other secrion, because the mill cannot function So the 
blame is not in the management. Even if tlere was no agreement for a 
phased program me, it was imposs ble for any manarement to provide work to . 
all immediately after a prolonged strike as th mill cannot be worked in its 
full capacity after a prolonged strike . Despire, the manag mont offered 
work to all , except tour namely Carding Jobber , Blowroom Jobber and 2 
electricians who had actually to work before the mil actually went into 
production . It was against this that the entire staff went on strike, causing 
loss to the management and wages 10 the rt er workm : n . Thus it was a 
fight between ne sectin of workmen against the other, wherein the 
management was victimis d and harassed . The non - en -ployment . f workers 
consequent en sich a strike cannot be termed as le ck- out or closure; it can 
at best be lay < ff. So neither the stafi men bers nor the worker en can 
legally claim was es for the respective st ik peric ds 

Presently , I shall consider the 2 issues referred to th s corrt for adjudi. 
cation . Before that, I will consider the prelimin ry question whether this 
court has jurisdiction . It is intended by ile mar agen er t that since the 
dispute comes uz der schedule 3, the refirince is I ad and this court has no 
ju, isdiction to adjudicate on the issues referred. It is true that under 
Section 10 (1) (C ) fihe Indusirial Disputes Act, maiters relating to items 
specified in the 2nd Shedule alone can be ref rred to the Labrur Court . 
Item 6. Secrion 2 is " Illegality or ctherwise if a strike or lock out" . The 
is ues referred for adjudica ir arc whether the staffmen ters and wo kmen 
are entitled to ages for period of strike a d lock out This is a matter 
connected with cr Tel: ting to ivem 6 in Schedule 2 and hence the reference 
: is Y61 bad and this court bas judication 10 adjudicate in the reference . 
I find accordingly . 

Nowoming to the issues referred for adjudication . The evidence con 
sists of W.Ws. 1 to 3 and M.Ws l and 2 and Exts.W1 to W5 and MI to M12. 

Iike 1 : We are concert ed wih 2 pe iod , the 1st from 18-3-1972 to 
24-4-1972 and the 2nd from 25-4-1972 to 13-6-1972 on which day the mill 
was reopened . The workers went on stiike from 14-3-972 demanding 
reinstatement of 2 di missed work rs. That dispute was settled as per 
Ext-M4.3 ttlement dated 24-4-1972 . As per clause 4 of that settlement the 
strike as to be called off in media ely and work had to be resumed on a 
phased p ogramme from 26-4.1972, starting with cleaning , Th stand of 
· the stal m mbrs is that th : wrkers alo , e were on strike from 11-3-1972 
till the date of Ext. M4 and that the staff members were then rio on strike 
and they were prepared to work and hence they are entitled to their wages 
for that period .. Their case is :that the workers who were on strike from 
14-3-1972 obstructed the staff members and prevented them from entering 
the miloi 17-3-1972 and 18-3-1972 and even manhandled a driver of the 
mill and the staff members. br. ught this to the notice of the manago ent 
and then the General Mana er and the Manzzi.g Director assured thm 
their pay for the str ke period and directed them for d uty at the residence 
of the General Manager and the staff mimbers have acted according to 
the direction 


case 


The answer of the management is this : Thougk the staff members did 
not actually go on strike during this per.od, they could not be provid d 
wih work because of the strike by the workers, w ich is not the fault 
of the manag m nt. The minigement never directed the staff mc nbers 
for duty at the Gineral Mungr s res:dence and never assured them 
of wag s for the strik : period . 

Even if th - re was no such direction and assurance to pay wages, 
I think the staff menbers are . entitled to thir wags for the period 
18-3-1972 to 21 4-1972 . b : use they wire prepared to work during 
that period and it was for the management to provide protection to them 
and an atmo phere to work . Th : management have no that th : 
stiaff members were not prevented by the workers from entering the 
mll. No doubt the management mill is a fully, government-owned compıny . 
But I do not think the " no work no wages " policy of the Government 
has any application to a company, which com :s within the purview of 
th Industrial Disputes Act. Fürcher , there is evidence atleast to shɔw that 
many of the staff mombers had actually worked during that strike period . 
W.W. I and W : W. 3 who were the General Secretary and Joint Secretary 
respectively of the staff Association and W. W. 2 a Senior Accountant 
of the mill have all spoken to the fact that they have worked during the 
str ke p riod , holding the General Manager s residence as camp offics . 
Ext. Wi is a chalan r- lating to provident Fund and Ext. W2 is a 
T. A bill of Stenographer : Sukumiran Nair for 8 days written by 
w . W. 2 daring that period . Ext . W3 is a submiscion of the Stenogra 
pher for travelling allowance . Exts. W2 and W 3 show thatthere was 
a camp. office in the General Manager s residence . As admitted by the 
General Manager as- M.W. 2 the company was keeping a ti mporary 
godown also after about 15 days of the str ke by th workers . Estis MI. 
( a ) and (b ) entries in Ext. Mi cotton weighment registr shows that 
cotton received on 15-6-1972 was weighid on 16-6-1972 , but the cotton 
received on 12-3-1972 was weighd only on 26-1-1972 . This also indicates 
that th re was some kind of outside godown during the period of strik 
W.W. 1 has answer d for a specific question " m16eDorenom ngros 
829011 ocas ? croond naroro7.001 Basmu" 000000 miatt wel.:01 
1992073. Stock Amolmjao branjos band. 
Ext. D4 is admittedly a tmporary despatch register. W. W. 3 swears 
that he wrote it, excepting for 9 items. Ext. W4 is in loose sheets and 
M.W2 the General Manager admits that it was kept in his house 
Ext . W4 shows that 31 lett were despatched during the strike period 
before 27-3-1972 and that more than one person were permitted to use 
the despatch register . M.W2 further admits that for some days he 
engag d Srinivasan , the spinning supervisor. Thus it is evident that 
many of the staff were working duri g the priod of strike in the 
General Manager s re idence u ed is camp office and also in the 
tem orary godown . But neither M. Wi the Managing Director nor 
M. W2 the Geieral Manager has any case that all of them were 
paid their wages; M. W2 would say that his sieno , attender, driver, 
cashier etc. alone were paid . It is conteaded by the management that 
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the staff members naver before demanded the wages for this period 
and their representatives did not even care to attend the conference 
in which Exi. M4 settlement was arrived at. But, that cannot disentitle 
them to the wages. For the foregoing reasons the staff members are 
entitled to their wag.s from 13-3-1972 to 24-4-1972 . 

Regarding the next period from 25-4-1972 to 13-6-1972, the case 
of the staff meinbers is that on 25-4-1979 they attended their normal 
work , on 26-4-1972 when they r ported for work about 4 of them 
were not allo ved to work and so all the staff member3-staged a pendown 
strike giving notice to the management and infuriated at that on 
27-4-1972 . Ext. M3 closure notice was pasted by the management on 
th : mill s gate . The mill was finally reopened only on 13-6-1972 and 
since the closure of the mill was unjust, illegal and arbitrary: they are 
entitled to wages for that period also . To this, the contention of the 
management is that as per Ext . M4 settlement the management was 
to start functioning of the mill by phases from 26-4.1972 . Some of 
the staff alone were directed to work on 25-4-1972 to prepare the mill 
for working on 26-4-1972 those members who were not so directed 
and who came of their own accord on 26-4-1972 could not be provided 
with work for no fault of the management and so the staff members 
are not ent tled to wages. In view of. Ext. M + dated 24-4-1972 
providing for starting of work from 20-4-1972 and that too on a phas. d 
programme 

the attendant , circumstances the 
contention of the management must prevail to a large extent.. 
The staffmembers cannot assail the above provision in Ext. M4 because 
inspite of notice their representatives did not attend the conference in which 
Ext. M4 setticm nt was arrived at. Out of the 55 staff members only 4 
were not provided with work and out of 500 and odd workers , 450 workers 
were not provided with work . Still the workers did not agitate, but the 
staffmembers staged a pendown strike and consequently the mill had to be 
closed down. Ext. M5 is copy of a letter dated 26-4-1972 by the then General 
Secretary of he Staff Association to the Hon ble Minister of Industries 
regarding wages claimed by the staff members for the period during which 
the workers were on strike. Ext. M5 dated 28-4-1972 is a report sent by the 
management to the Government Secretary as to the situation , with copies to 
the Hon ble Minister of Industries and Labour. Ext. M6 is a note, sent by 

D.Wl to the Government Secretary on 10-5-1972 as to the situation on 
* 17-3-1972 and after these would indicate that the real grievance of the staff 
members was not the non - employment of the 4 staff members , but non 
payment ofwages to the staff members for the period of strike and as to why 
the mill was closed down . B :fore me also, the claim for wages for this 
lacter period was not seriously urged . Hence I find that the staff members 
are entitled to their wages for the period from 18-3-1972 to 24-4-1972 and 
not thereafter till 13-6-1972 , the date of reopening of the mill. 

Issue 2 : My above reasoning in the last para will hold good so far as 
the claim of the workers for wages for the period 25-4-1972 to 13-6-1972. 
A : I have already stated allotment of work to 450 wg: kers out of 500 and 
add workers was in time with the phased programme contemplated in 


Ext. M4 settlement and the closure of the mill from 27-4-1972 was caused 
by a situation created by the staffmemb- rs. When the staff were on st.ike 
the workers could not be pr vid d with work as is spoken to by M.W. 2 ; 
that ha not been challenged in his cross -examination . That is so because 
when the staff are not on duty there will be no one to supervise thc working 
of the mill or to give direction to the workers as to the nature of work to be 
done by th m . Perhaps it is because of such a contingency that a provision 
as Section 25 E has been incorp rated in Chapter V -A of the ludustrial 
Disputes Act where the workers are not entitled to lay off compensa ion . 
when such lay off is due to a strike or slowing down of production , on the 
part of the workers in another part of the establishment. In the instant case 
also , though there was closure consequent on the strike by one section , the 
effect was that of a ay off and so the workers are not entitled for wages for 
the period 27-4-1972 to 13-6-1972, Issue four d accordingly .. 

Following my findings I am to pass an award . But before doing so , I 
may point out that the management could have given a warning notice 
before the clusu c of the mil, when there was the pendown strike by the 
staff memburs. However in view of my findings under issues 1 and 2 , I pass 
an awa d in the foluw ng term : The staff members will be entitled to 
their wages for the period 18-3-1972 to 24-4-1972 and not thereafter till 
13-6-1972 , the date of reopening of the mill. The workers will not be 
entitled to any wages from 27-4-1972 till 13-6-1972 as claimed by them . 
Parties to suffer costs in the circumstances of the case . 

This award will take effect on the expiry of 30 days of its publication in 
the Government Gazette . 

ALFRED DANIEL 

Presiding Officer. 

APPENDIX 
Witnessgs examined on the side of the Union : 
23: W.WI. N. Sadasiva Panicker, 
- W.W2. K.Mohanakumaran Nair 

W.W3. N. Soman Nair 
Witness examined on the side of the managemont : 

M - W1. K. Uppili Appan 

M. W2. S. R. Krishnan Kutty 
Exhibits marked on the side of the Union : 

WI. Emp oyees provident Fund pay slip dt. 29-3-1972 
W2. T. A. bills from March 1972 to April 1972 
W3. Submission dt. 5-7-1972 from Sri V. Sukumaran Nair 
W4. Despatch Register 
W5. Copy of letter dt. 26-4-1972 from the General Secretary, 

Trivandrum Spinning Mills. 
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Exhibits marked on the side of the management : 

MI. Cotton weighment register 
Mi. (a ) Entry on 26-4-1972 in the above register 

» (b ) Signature on 16-6-1972 
M2. Standing order 
M3. Notice of document 
M4. Copy of settlement 
M5. Letter to Government 
M6 . Copy of note 
M7. Copy of pro forma of work stoppage 
M8 Forwarding letter of pro forma of work stoppage to the Assistant 

Enforcement Officer . 
M9. Pro forma ending dt. 26-3-1972 
M10 . 

forwarding letter 
Mil . Copy of report 
M12 . Attendance register from 2-1-1971 to 12-7-1972 
M12 . (a ) Attendance signed by staff . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour & Housing (A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G.O. (Rt.).No: 428 /78/L & H . Dated , Trivandrum , 15th March 1978 . 

The award of the Labour Court, Quilon in respect of the dispute between 
the President, Quilon District Wholesale Co-operative Consumers, Stores 
Ltd.No. 291, Quilon -6 and their workmen represented by the Secretary , 
Quilon District Co -operative Consumers Society Staff Association , Clo 
CongresHouse, Beach Road , Chinnakkada, Quilon received by Government 
on 27-2-1978 is hereby published under section 17 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947). 


By order of the Governor, 

P.P. MATHULLA, 
Deputy Secretary. 


u the Labour Court at Quilon 
Dated this the 2nd day of February, 1978 

Present : 
Suki ALFRED DANIEL B. A., B. L., 

Presiding Officer 


An 


INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 92/72 

Between 
The President, Quilon District Wholesale co -operative 

Consumers Stores Ltd. No. Q.291, Quilon - 6 . 


And 


Tho Secretary, Quilon District Co-operative Consumers Society 
Staff Association , Co Congress House , Beach Road , 

Chinnakkada , Quilon : 
GA: 39 /B . 


AWARD 


This reference was made by the Kerala Government by their order. 
G. O , Rt. No. 954/72 /LBR dated 29-8-1972 for adjudication of the above 
dispute by this Court under section 10 ( 1) (c ) of the Industrial Disputes Act 
of 1947 ( Central Act XIV of 1947) . The dispute is between the President, 
Quilon District Wholesale Co -operative Consumers Stores Ltd., No. Q. 291 
Quilon and the workmen of the above Stores represented by the Secretary of 
the Quilon District Co -operative Consumers Society Staff Association , 
Chinnakkada, Quilon . 

The issue referred for adjudication is " Whether the dismissal of 
SriM. Abdul Hameed and Sri M. Ahmed Koya is legal and just?" 

The delinquents have filed a claim statement, the gyst of which is thís: -- 
On 2-8-1971 Abdul Hameed was served by the Secretary of the opposite 
party with a memo alleging that he sold to one Albert that day provisions 
worth Rs. 165.17 , but he drew bill only for Rs. 163.07 , and excluded 
Rs. 2.10 which he received for 200 gramsof broker cashew nuts sold to 
Albert and when the articles were verified by the watcher, Abdul Hameed 
drew the bill for the nuts also and handed it over to the customer ; Abdul 
Hameed was placed under suspension by the .very same memo. On 
11-8-1971 he sold one packet of ACE tea with gift to one Stanley against a 
bill for one packet of Lipton tea and got the difference in value of Rs. 3.38 . 
On 4-8-1971 Abdul Hameed gave his explanation pleading not guilty and 
explaining that on 2-8-1971 there was a crowd of customers, that Albert 
purchased different articles at different times and so different bills had to 
be written , that after the bills were written he demanded 2 packets of 
cashew nuts also and so he noted its value on the same bill, but before his 
writing another bill for the nuts another customer from the Government 
House came with a list and so Abdul Hameed omitted to write the bill for 
cashewnuts and when verified he issued the bill for cashewnuts and the 
price was also deposited in the store. On 7-9-1971 Abdul Hameed was 
served with a charge containing the allegations in both the memos, to which 
charge he pleaded not guilty . Thereupon an enquiry was conducted against 
him and by an order dated 16-2-1972 he was dismissed from service. 

On 26-7-1971 a memo was served on Ahmed Koya alleging that on 
24-7-1971 Anirudhan , who was the Salesman of the Stationery Stall, sold 9 
Everlast pen at Rs. 2.05 and 3 Beena pen at Rs. 2 to National Lorry 
Transporting Co., Quilon , but the bill was drawn as for Kerala Soap 24 Nos. 
for Rs. 2+ and the cash was received by the salesraan Ahmed Koya and so 
he along with Anirudhan tried to misappropriate . Rs. 12 by manipulating 
accounts and falsifyng records; he was also kept under suspension by that 
memo. He also sent an explanation pleading not guilty , but on 14-3-1971 
he was served with a charge on the above allegation . Ahmed Koya denied 
the charges and pleaded that he was only a cashier and he was not in charge 
of accounts to falsify accounts or to misappropriate. On 16-1-1972 he was 
ordered to be dismissed from service with retrospective effect. 


The orders of dismissal passed against both the delinquents are illegal as 
those orders were passed by the opposite party without issuing notice as to 
show cause against the proposed punishment of dismissal and hence they are 
to be set a side. The order of dismissal passed against Ahmed Koya is to be 
set aside for other reasons aswell. It was passed by an incompetent person , 
the Secretary of the opposite party. Under Clause 13 (b ) of the byclaws of 
the est blishment only a sub committee has the power to page an order of 
dismissal. Then again the orders of dismissal do not contain any finding on 
each of the charges. Since the disciplinary authority was not the enquiry 
authority, the disciplinary : authority should have recorded his findings on 
each of the charges, the failure of which means that there was no considera 
cion and assessment of the evidence by the disciplinary authority. The 
orders of dismissal were passed with retrospective effect from the date of 
suspension , for which the opposite party has no legaltight. 

On merits also , the impugned orders of dismissal are unsustainable as 
the evidence is to the effect that Abdul Hameed issued bill for the sale of 2 
packets of cashewnuts and deposited the price in the store and that Ahmed 
Koya was only a cashier and he was not entrusted with accounts so that he 
could notmanipulate or falsify the accounts. The orders of dismissal which 
were passed with malafides and by way of victimisation have to be set aside 
and the delinquents have to be reinstated in service with backwages and all 
other benefits. 

The opposite party has filed a written statement conterding mainly as 
follows: - The.charges against both the delinquents are true. Abdul 
Hameed did not issue bill for 2 packets of broken cashewnuts to Albert and 
he made an illegal gain of Rs. 2:10 out of the transaction on 2-8-1971. On 
31-7.1971 he madc an illegal gain of Rs. 3.38 , being the difference in value 
of ACE tea and Lipton tca , without making any alteration in the bill issued 
by him to one Stanley . Ahmed Koya on 24-7-1971 sold 9 fountain pens of 
Everlast company at Rs. 2 :5 per pen and 3 fountain pens of Reena mark 
at Rs. 2 per pen to the epresentative of National Transport Company as 
per bíllNo. 31965, but in the original bill issued to the party it is recorded 

24 Kerala Soap Rs. 24 and in the. duplicate it was recorded " 12 Kerala 
soap and Rs. 12 as valu ." . When the supermarket Manager made enquiries, 
the duplicate was corrected as " 24 Kerala Soap and Rs. 24 as value " . 
Ahmed Koya was in charge of the cash on that day and he issued the bill 
without realising the full value of the pens sold . ie. 45 Ps. as the value of 9 
Everlas: pens and 72 P. as sales tax and he corrected the duplicate of the 
bill in connivance with salesman Anirudhan with the intertion of making , 
an illiegal gain of Rs. 12. In the day sheet also it was recorded as 12 Kerala 
Soap for Rs. 12. When the Super Market Manager.began enquiries about 
che bill, the duplicate was found missing and later it was found out from a 
waste paper basket or courtyard . 

Show cause notices were issued to the delinquents and since their 
explanations were found unsatisfactory full- fledged enquiries , obserrving all 
principles of natural justice, were conducied by a disciplinary action 


costs. 


committee as provided by the byelaw of the Society which was approved by 
the co -operative department and which is within the ambit of the Kerala Coc 
operative Societies Act of 1969 and the Rules framed thereunder. In the 
enquiries the delinquents were assisted by their union President Sri Abu 
Mohan med . The findings of the said disciplinery action committee are 
legal, just and proper . 

The claim statement is irregular and not maintainable because as per 
the provisions of the byelawsof the society the Secretary is the person to 
sue and to be sued , but the President has been impleaded as the opposite party 
and so there is misjoinder. Likewise , as per the Kerala Co-operative Societies 
-Act the dispute had to be referred for decis.on to the Deputy Registrar of 
Co- operative Societies or to any other arbitrator appointed by him . So 
this Court has no jurisdiction to adjudicate and the claim petition filed 
before this Court is not maintainable . 

• The volume of business of the opposite party is very large compared 
to other similar private traders and the very existence of the e tablishment 
depends on the good will and confidence of the common public . 
It is based on the complaints of the customers that the opposite 
party took cogrizance of the offences and since the misconduct of the 
delinquents is unpardonable their claim- petition has to be dismissed with 

A replication has been filed by the delinquents traversirg the conten 
tions in the written statement. 

The procedure adopted by the Enquiry Committee has not been speci. 
fically challenged as improper in the claim statement. But it is contended 
therein that the findings in the enquiry were perverse and not correct. 
Hence the points to be considered are : 
(1) Were the findings recorded in enquiry are perverse and not 

correct ? 
(2 ) Regarding punishment ? 

Before this . Court, the delinquents examined themseltes as WW1 and 2 
and the opposite party who completed ihe enquiry .was examined as MWI 
and Exts. Mi to M3were marked through him , Exts. M4 and M5 were 
marked at the time of arguments. 

Point 1:- Ext. M1is the enquiry proceedings relating to Abdul Hameed , 
who was examined before Court as Wwi. The explanation given by him 
before the enquiry authority as to the incident of 2-8-1971 is that he sold 
several items to customer Albert and wrote down 6 bills for those items and 
then when he was urgently attending to another customer Albert wanted23 
packets of nuts, which he gave, and that he forgot to write the bill as he was 
obliging the other customer. Sometime later, Albert demanded the bill for 
the nuts and when he attempted to write out the bill , the packer prevented 
him from writing the bill. As to the sale of ter on 31-7-1971 his case is that 
what was sold and delivered to Stanley was only Liptons tea and since the 
packer Shoukath Ali wanted to know the difference in price of Liptons 


tea and ACE tea he calculated it on the bill. But before Court, Abdul 
Han.eed as WW1 has admitted in cross -examination mº ooo AS 

usmowm CGD Cacoons woond bill ng9307. Bill- micaldasooo ame92365 
29703 2 Packet Cashew nuts meowlojamo ( Q ) 26250103m . (A ) 
verify aceroyooo e.rejansledd . amejisajmou Shoukat Ali som , 
Comógomºverifyown Paek wojmm . amez 2115 gsem smond 
bill ngejmond 1101213. oom Shoukat Ali mommy.pl. ahoo. commodo 
report ° C ( Q ). 2100 rong droomjocaj! ( A )." 
This admission goes a long way to indicate that his selling : 2 packets of 
cashew nuts to Albeit was not so innocent as he had stated in his explana 
tion . Ext. M3 is one of the bills of Albert. On its reverse Rs.2.10 
the price of the nuts has also been added , cridently to get that amount also 
from the customer . 

Before the enquiry authority the manager of the Super Market as 
P. W. 1 has stated that Packer Shoukath Ali informed the watcher Mohamed 
Koya that nuts have been sold by the salesman without bill ard the 
watcher in his turn checked and detected it and brought Albert to him . 
This et idence is corroborated by Shoukath Ali and the watcher as P. Ws2 
and 3 in the enguiry. I see no reason to disbelieve these witnesses, especially 
in view of the admission of WW1above extracted . 

As to the alleged sale of ACE tea to Stanley on 31-7-1971 and appro 
priation of Rs. 3. 38 hy billing the price of Lipton Tea , Abdul Hameed s 
case is that he actually sold only Lipton tea and he calculated on the reverse 
of the bill the difference of price of both varieties of tea only because Stanley 
desired to know the difference. As against this explanation , there is 
decendable evidence. PW5 swears hims lf, Edwin Fredy (PW6) and the 
delinquent Abdul Hameed alone were presentat the timeof the incident. P116 
also swears like that. So the evidence of PWs, 5 anj 6 alone are relevant. 
They swear positively to have seen the delinquent giving Stanley *ACE 
tea with a free bucket. P. W. 4 swears he was not present then . That 
testimony goes in tune with the evidence of P. Ws 5 and 6. P. W. 2 the 
**Manager enquired and found the allegation correct. There is no reason to 
suspect the versions of these witnesses. Therefore the finding of guilty 
entered by the Enquiry Authority against Abdul Hameed is neither wrong 
nor perverse . 

The charge against Ahmed Koya in brief is that on 24-7-1971 he sold 
12 peos and in the bill entered as 12 Kerala Soaps Rs. 12 and corrected it. 
in the duplicate. when the manager enquired , s 24 Kerala Soaps Rs. 24 in 
collusion with another worker Anirudhan . Tic enquiry proceedings regard 
ing these 2 workers is Ext. M4 and the connected findings are ir Ext. M5. 
Perusing the enquiry proceedings in Ext. M4 it cannot definitely be said that 
Ahmed Koya had any part in the alleged incident. Ahmei Koya examined 
himself as WW2 and deposed that the bill waswritten by Anit udhan and 
he had not sold or written the bill. He was not Cross - exanirrd . So in vicw 
of his unchallenged testimony also , the finding of guilty entered against him 
by the Enquiry Authority bas to be held as incorrect and perverse. I bold 


that the finding of guilty entered by the Enquiry Authority against Ahmed 
Koya is perverse and wrong, but not the finding of guilty entred against 
Abdul Hameed : 

Point No. 2 :- It follows that tie order of dismissal passed against 
Ahmed Koya has to be vacated as wiongful dismissal. 

The dismissal order of Abdul Hameed has been challenged on various 
grounds. It is challenged on the ground that it was issued by the Secretary 
of the opposite party who was incompetent in view of Section 13 ( b ) of the 
byelaws which authorises only a sub committee to pass an order of dismissa ). 
As seen from Ext Mi proceedings, the decision to dismiss Abdul Hameed 
was taken by the sub committee which conducted the enquiry and so if the 
decision was communicated by the Secretary it cannot offend any provision 
of the byclaw . Another ground takin is that before issuing the dismissal 
order no notice of the r roposed punishmcrit was issued to the delinquent. No 
doubt that is an irregularity. But it cannot materially affect or rejudice 
the delinquent as this Court can now - sit in appeal over the punishment 
imposed on him after the insertion of Section 11A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. 

So then , we now come to the next question as to whether the punish 
ment of dismissal imposed on AbdulHameed is unduly harsh and excessive. 
The charge proved against him is misappropriation of Rsi 2.10 . by selling 
2 packets of broken cashew nuts without issuing bill to one Albert on 
2-8-1971 and of Rs. 3.38 by selling ACE tea to one Stanley and entering 
in the bill as if he has sold Lip on tea , which costs Rs. 3.38 less , 
31-7-1971. So as a Salesman of the Consumers Society he was by different 
means trying to thieve and misappropriate money dishonestly. To keep such 
a person in the servire of the Society is unthinkable and nothing less than 
dismissal will be a proper punishment. So the punishment of dismissal 
passed against him has to be upheld . As far as Ahmed Koya is concerned , 
the punishment passed against him has to be set aside and then the result . 
would be to reinstate him . But considering the length of time that has 
clapsed after his dismissal and the well-being of the Society concerned it 
would not be fair to grant him backwages. 

In the result, I hereby pass an award upholding the dismissal of 
Sri M.Abdul Hameed as legal and just and setting aside the order of 
dismissal passed by the opposite pasty against Sri M. Ahmed Koya as 
illegal and directing the opposite party to reinstate Si Ahmed Koya in 
service without backwages. Parties will suffer costs in the circumstances. 

This award will take effect on the expiry of 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the Kerala Government Gazette as enjoined in Section 17A (1) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act. 


on 
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ALFRED DANIEL ; 
Presiding Officer 
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Appendix 
Witnesses examined on the side of the workers : 

WWI: Sri M. Abdul Hameed 

WW2: Sri M. Ahammed Koya 
Witnesses examined on the side of the management: 

MWIS G. Arjunan Pillai 
Exhibits marked on the side of the worker : 

Nil 
Exhibits marked on the side of the management: 
Ext MI: 

: Enquiry proceedings against Sri M.Abdul Hameeting 
M2: Cash Bill dated 31-7-1970 
M3: Cash Bill dated 2-8-1970 
M4: Enquiry Proceedings against Sri Anirudhan 

dated 15-11-1971 . 
M5: Decision taken against Sarvashri K. P. Anirudhan and 

K. Ahamed Koya by the Deciplinary Committee. 
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Kerala Gazette No. 19 dated 9th May 1978 
PARTI 

GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour & Housing (A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. ( Rt.) No. 476 /78 / L & H 

Dated , Trivandrum , 21st March 1978 . 
The award of the Labour Court, Kozhikode in respect of the dispute 
between the Managing Agent, Pearl Mount, Casil Brook and St. George 
Estate, Thozhupadam Post (Via ) Cheruthuruthy, Trichur District and 
their workmen represented by the Secretary , Chelakkara Niyojakamandalam 
Rubber Thottam Thozhilali Union , INTUC , Chelakkara, Trichur District 
received by Government on 8-3-1978 is hereby published under section 17 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 ( Central Act XIV of 1947) . 


By order of the Governor, 

P. P.MATHULLA , 
Deputy Secretary. 


In the Labour Court, Kozhikode , Kerala State 
Dated this the 2nd day of March 1978 

Present: 
SHRI A. R. SREENIVASAN , B. A., B. L., 

Presiding Officer 

In 
I. D. No. 85/77 

Between 
The Managing Agent, Pearl Mount, Casil Brook and St. George 
Estate, Thozhupadam Post Via Cheruthuruthy , Trichur District 

And 
The Secretary, Chelakkara Niyojakamandalam Rubber Thottam 
Thozhilali Union , INTUC, Chelakkara, Trichur District 

AWARD 
1. This industrial dispute was referred to this court by the Govern 
ment of Kerala as per G.O. Rt. No. 1419/77/LBR dated 17-11-1977 . As per 
that reference the Government stated that they are of the opinion that an 
industrial dispute exists between Managing Agent, Pearl Mount, Casil 
Brook and St. George Estate, Thozhupadam Post Via Cheruthuruthy , 

G. A. 48 / L . 
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Trichur District, on one hand and the workman of the above concern 
represented by the Secretary," Chelakkara Niyojakamandalam Rubber 
Thottam Thozhilali Union , INTUC , Chelakkara , Trichur District, on the 
other hand , as regards retrenchment of Shri S. Thomas. This court took 
the reference on file and issued notices to both sides. 

2. At first both sides did not appear. Therefore, registered notices 
were issued to both . On receipt of the registered notice, the management 
appeared . The Union filed a statement saying that the matter is settled 
out of court. They stated that no steps need be taken in this matter further. 
Therefore, I find that since the matter is settled out of court, no further 
steps is necessary in this case. The statement of the union will be appended 
to this award . 

3 . This award will come into force 30 days after publication of the 
same in the Official Gazette . 

Dictated to the Stenographer and transcribed by him , revised and 
corrected by me on the 2nd day of March, 1978 . 


A. R. SREENIVASAN , 

Presiding Officer. 
Labour Court , Kozhikode. 


1 - " ANNEXURE 
ചേലക്കര നിയോജകമണ്ഡലം റബ്ബർ തോട്ടം തൊഴിലാളി യൂണിയൻ, 

ചേലക്കരെ. 


: !| ...1. 1977 ഡിസംബർ 15 , 
സർ, 

85/77 -ാം നമ്പർ ( പകാരമുളള കേസ് കഴി ഞ്ഞ 1977 സെപ്ററംബർ 9 -ാം 
തീയതി തൊഴിലാളിയായ തോമസിനുവേണ്ടിയൂണിയനും തോട്ടത്തിനുവേണ്ടി 
തോട്ടം മാനേജർ ( ശീമതി ശോശാമ്മ ഡാനിയലും തമ്മിൽ സംസാരിച്ചു അവസാ 
നിപ്പിച്ചിരിക്കുന്നതിനാൽ പ്രസ്തുത കേസിൽ മേൽനടപടികൾ എടുക്കേണ്ട 
തില്ലെന്ന് ഇതിനാൽ ബോധിപ്പിച്ചുകൊളളുന്നു . 


. 11! ! 


എന്ന്, 


( ഒപ്പ്) 
എൻ. കെ . കീരൻ, 
ജനറൽ സെക്രട്ടറി , 


( ശരിപകർപ്പ്) 


Kerala Gazette No. 19 dated 9th May 1978 . 
PARTI 


GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing (A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


GO. (R .) N ) ..429 /78/L & H . Dated , Trivandrum , 15th March 1978 . 

The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey in respect of the dispute 
between the President, Avanavancherry Handloom Weavers (Production 
cum -sale ) Co -operative Society Ltd. No. 3462 , Attingal, and their workmen 
represented by the General Secretary , Chirayankil Taluk Shops & 
Establishments Workers Union ( CITU ), H. O. Attingal received by 
Government on 22-2-1978 is hereby published under section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947 ). 

By order of the Governor, 

P. P. MATHULLA , 

Deputy Secretary . 
In the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey 
Dated this the 16th day of February, Nineteen 
hundred and Seventy - eight 

Present: 
SHRI K , P. M. SHERIFF , B , 80., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 31 of 1974 

Between 
The President, Avanavancherry Handloom Weavers ( Production 
Cum -sale ) Co -operative Society Ltd. No. 3462, Attingal. 

And 
The workmen of the above Society represented by the General Secretary, 
Chirayankil Taluk Shops & Establishments Workers Union 

( CITU ), H. O. Attingal. 
Reprasentations : 
Shri N.Krishnankutty , 

For Management 
Advocate , Trivandrum . 
Shri Varkala V. Radhakrishnan , 

For Union 
Advocate , Trivandrum . 
GA . 40 /B 


مه 


2 


AWARD 


to 


in 


This industrial dispute between the above parties was referred to this 
Tribunal for adjudication by Government as per G. O. Rt. No. 412/74 /LBR 
dated 3-5-1974 . The only issue referred for adjudication is as follows: 

Dismissal of Shri M. Subhakaran , Secretary , Avanavancherry 
Handloom Weavers ( Production -cuir -sales) Co -operative Society Ltd. 
No. 3462, Attingal." 
2. Pursuant 

summons the parties appeared and the Union 
submitted their claim statement and the Management filed their Vakalath . 

3 . In the claim statement the Unio , has submitted as follows: 

“ Shri M. Subhakaran was the Paid Secretary of the Management 
Society on a salary of Rs. 100 per month and he was discharging his duties 
loyally and faithfully to the best ofhis abilities. He was dismissed from 
service by the Management with effect from 11-9-1971 on a charge of not 
settling his alleged liability of Rs. 1993.17. The concerned worker has 
explained his innocence the matter by his letter dated 19-7-1972 . 
Although the explanation was received by the Management, they did not 
hold any enquiry and the delinquent was arbitrarily dismissed from service . 
This dismissal is a malicious action done by the Management in total 
disregard of the principles of natural justice. Shri Subhakaran is not 
guilty of any offence which warrants a dismissal. Shri Subhakaran was 
getting only Rs. 100 as monthly salary while the former Secretary was paid 
Rs. 200 per month . Therefore Shri Subhakaran demanded Rs. 200 as 
salary and this request was not favoured by the Management and so the 
Management embittered against the workman . The allegation , 
suspension and dismissal of Shri M. Subhakaran are all the outcome of this 
enmity of the Management.” 

The President of the Union concluded the statement with a prayer that 
an award may be passed upholding their contentions. 

4. The Management submitted their counter-statement in which they 
have contended as follows: 

“ The Society has 7 workmen on the date of the reference order . But 
none of the workman of the Society has sponsored the dispute now referred 
for adjudication and therefore this dispute is not an industrial dispute . 
The Union is put to strict proofregarding their representative 
capacity and also the 

proper sponsoring of the dispute as laid 
down in law . In fact there was no demand from the Union regarding the 
claimsof Shri Subhakaran . Shri Subhakaran is a member of theAvanavan 
cherry Co-operative Society and he is entitled to all the benefits and rights as 
a member of the Society . The Managing Committee of the Society con 
ducts 

the affairs of the Society as per the bye -laws. The Managing 
Committee members are elected from among themembers of the general 
body of the Society. The said Committee is responsible to the general 
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body . Therefore Shri Subhakaran is a part of the Management of the 
Society and so he cannot be treated as an employee having employer 
employee relationship . He is not competent to raise a dispute as if he is a 
workman of the Society unconnected with the Management of the Society . 
Any decision taken by the Managing Committee of the Society is binding 
on anymember of the Society. Therefore the dismissal of the Secretary 
is binding on him . Shri Subhakaran was originally the Manager of the 
Society and he was made the Paid Secretary as per the resolution of the 
Committee dated 22-7-1970 and he has joined duty as Paid Secretary on 
7-8-1970 . As Secretary he is responsible for the conduct of the Society 
and he is the competent person to sue on behalf of the Society. He is the 
custodian of the account book and all the assets of the Society . He is 
in charge of the cash of the Society . Shri Subhakaran s appointment as 
Paid Secretary has not yet been approved by the concerned departmental 
authorities. 

" While Subhakaran was the Secretary of the Society, a shortage of 
Rs. 3459.85 was found out. This amount has been misappropriated by him 
and he had made several manipulations on the accounts of the Society . An 
amount ofRs. 1618 was found out as shortage at the first instance, which 
was immediately demanded to be remitted by the Secretary as per notice 
dated 26-8-1971 . He did not rernit the amount. On 10-9-1971 he was 
placed under suspension on his failure to remit the said amount. Theres 
after, a thorough verification of the accounts was conducted and it was found 
out, that the total liability on the part of Sri Subhakaran was to the extent 
of Rs. 3459.85 . Fifteen days time was given to him to remit the amount 
by notice dated 16-2-1972. Shri Subhakaran submitted an application 
requesting time up to 31st March 1972 for payment of the amount. He has 
not challenged the claim of the Society for the sum of Rs. 3459.85 in his 
application . In fact he has admitted the liability and his only request was 
1or extension of time for the payment. Buthe did not remit the amount 
even after a period of three months. On 20-6-1972 he was called upon to 
show cause why he should not be dismissed for misappropriation of the 
Society s fund and also for the irregularities and manipulations found in the 
accounts, for which he submitted an explanation on 17-7-1972 . In this 
explanation also he did not challenge or deny the allegations made against 
him . His only contention as per explanation dated 17-7-1972 was that his 
request for extension of time had not been considered either by the 
President or by the Managing Committee. On considering his reply dated 
17-7-1972 the Managementdecided that Shri Subhakaran must be dismissed 
from service and accordingly he was dismissed from service as per notice 
dated 21-8-1972 . The order of dismissal is legal and justified and it does 
not suffer from any infirmity . 

The contentions in the claim statement are repudiated in the light of the 
afore-mentioned facts. No letter dated 19-7-1972 was sent by. Shri 
Subhakaran as alleged in the claim statement. The explanation received 
from him is dated 17-7-1972 and in this explanation he had not denied his 
liability or pleaded innocence. 
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Since Shri Subhakaran did not make any objection against the claim 
of the Society or deny the charges made against him , but wanted only some 
time for payment ofthe amount, an enquiry into the matter was not found 
necessary and the enquiry was found superfluous in the circumstances of the 
case . Therefore, no enquiry was conducted in a case of admitted liability . 
Shri Subhakaran has not taken up the plea that the Management s action 
was malicious etc., on any previous occasion . The Management has not 
violated any principles of natural justice. The allegation of the workman 
that he had demanded Rs. 200 as monthly salary thereby embittering the 
Management etc., are all baseless and mere fruits of an after-thought. Shri 
Subhakaran is not entitled to any relief in this proceedings." 

The President of the Society concluded with a prayer that an award 
may be passed accepting his contentions. 

5. After a few adjournments the Union submitted a replication . The 
replication was filed by the General Secretary of the Union in which he has 
repudiated the contentions of the Management. It was pointed out that 
the dispute is sponsored by the Union which represents the workmen 
employed by the various concerns in the area of the operation of the Union 
and so the dispute is an industrial dispute pure and simple. The contention 
that Shri Subhakaran is not a workman etc., also was repudiated by the 
Union . It was also pointed out that since the Management has filed a case 
before the Arbitrator for recovery of alleged sums due to the Society from 
the workman , the Management cannot raise this plea in this dispute. The 
Union thereafter contended that the liability regarding payment of a sum to 
the Society will not be a ground for doing away with a domestic enquiry as 
contemplated under the rules. According to the Union the action of the 
Management in dismissing Shri Subhakaran without an enquiry , had 
resulted in the greatest miscarriage of justice and irreparable loss to the 
workman . The Union thereafter contended that the action of theManage 
ment is borne out of surmises and prejudices and the order of dismissal was 
issued with a motive of vengeance which is an instance of victimisation and 
unfair labour practice . 

6 . The case came up for the evidence of the Management and the 
Management examined_MW1 to MW3 and marked Exts . Mi to M19 and 
closed their evidence. Thereafter the Union sought several adjournments 
and finally examined the workman as WWI, marked Exts. Wi to W4 and 
Ext. M20 . The case was adjourned for further evidence of the workman , 
if any, or hearing , and since no further evidence was adduced , the case was 
heard . Both the parties have submitted their argument notes also . 

7 . MWIis Shri Thankappan Nair , who was a previous President of the 
concerned Society. He has deposed as follows: 

Chief: I had been the President of the concerned Society from 1968 to 
1971. The copy of the notice issued to Shri Subhakaran on 26-8-1971 is 
marked as Ext. Mi. In Ext. Ml notice it is alleged that an amount of 
Rs. 1618 which is to be remitted by the Secretary , was not remitted . It 
was I who had found out that an amount of Rs. 1618 was due from the 
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Secretary . For Ext. Ml notice the Secretary did not give any reply. He 
has also did not deposit the amount. The Committee was immediately con 
vened and it was decided by the Committee that Subhakaran should be sus 
pended from service and a suspension order was issued accordingly . The 
copy of the suspension order is marked as Ext. M2. After the issue of the 
suspension order Shri Karunakaran became the President of the Society. 

Cross: -In your Ext. Ml notice have you specified in which item the 
Secretary had to pay the Society the alleged amount ? ( A ) It was not 
stated in detail, but the amount was as per the accounts of the society . 
The notice was issued as per the decision of the committee. It was I who 
found out the shortage and I have reported the matter to the committee. 
I have not sought explanation from the Secretary for the shortage of Rs. 
1618. I know the duties of the President as per the bye- laws. I know the 
responsibility of the President regarding the cash of the Society . The 
President has to initial all the day books and cash books of the Society . 
I was doing that work correctly . The amount of Rs. 1618 was due from 
the Secretary to be remitted in the society . The shortage was not caused 
by one day s transaction. It was occasioned during a period of time. Do 
you know that when there is a 

shortage, the Secretary as well as the 
President are responsible ? (A ) I know . You have issued the notice in 
order to wriggle out of the responsibility, is it not ? (A ) There was no 
action taken against mefor this shortage . The shortage might have been 
caused by the Secretary without the knowledge of the President. No show 
cause notice was given to Shri Subhakaran before he was suspended from 
service. In the suspension order it is not stated that he is suspended 
pending enquiry. I did not make any enquiry since I was not the President 
thereafter. 

The Secretary is a full time Secretary whereas the President is not a 
full time President. 
8. MW2 is Shri Karunakaran . He has deposed as follows: - 

Chief: - I was the President of the Avanavancherry Handloom Weavers 
Co-operative Society from 20-9-1971 to 4-12-1972. Before me it was 
Thankappan Nair who was the President. I know Subhakaran . He was 
the Secretary of the Society. When I became the President Subhakaran 
was not the Secretary . He was under suspension . I have informed 
Subhakaran about the decision taken by the Committee on 22-10-1971. It 
was informed that an amount of Rs. 1993.17 was due from Subhakaran . 
A reply was given by Subhakaran . The notice issued after the Committee 
decision on 22-10-1971 is marked as Ext. M3. No reply was given to 
Ext. M3. It is not correct to say that a reply was obtained after two-three 
days. After verification of accounts the total amount that was due from 
Subhakaran was found out and a notice was sent to him on 16-2-1972, the 
copy of which is marked as Ext. M4. For Ext. M4 Shri Subhakaran has 
sent a reply stating that for depositing the amount, time upto 31st March 
1972 may be granted . This letter is marked as Ext. M5. The committee 
immediately decided to grant time upto 31-3-1972 and if the amount is not 
deposited by that time to file an arbitration case. The said decision of the 
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Committee was intimated to Subhakaran on 26-4-1972 . The copy of the 
letter of the intimation is marked as Ext. M6. Shri Subhakaran did not 
deposit the amounts till 31-3-1972 . On 20-6-1972 a notice was issued to 
Shri Subhakaran seeking his explanation for not dismissing him from 
service . The copy of the same is marked as Ext. M7. The reply given 
by Shri Subhakaran for Ext. M7 on 17-7-1972 is marked as Ext M8. On 
21-8-1972 the dismissal notice was issued to Subhakaran stating that his 
reply is not acceptable . The copy of the same is marked as Ext, M9. The 
committee which was held on 14-8-1972 has decided to send the dismissal 
notice . Thereafter the arbitration case was filed against Subhakaran and 
that is even now pending . Wehave issued notice to Subhakaran stating 
that he has misappropriated money of the Society and has also manipulated 
the accounts of the Society . He has not given any explanations denying 
the said allegations. The accounts were verified by the Senior Supervisor 
of the Co-operative Department and it was then the misappropriations by 
Subhakaran were found out. 

Cross:-Was Subhakaran suspended wh’n the auditors came to the 
Society and audited the accounts ? (A ) The amounts which were found 
out to have been misappropriated by Shri Subhakaran , by the Auditors 
and, the amounts which were later on found to be misappropriated by him , 
were joined together and the notice was issued . The Senior Superintendent 
is not the Auditor in the Audit Seccion . Audit was conducted even 
thereafter. All the accounts were not audited by the time Subhakaran 
was dismissed from service . The accounts were not audited completely 
even at the time when the arbitration case was filed . When the dismissal 
notice was issued audit wasbeing conducted . There was no audited 
accounts before the Committee at the time when the decision to dismiss 
Subhakaran was taken . The accounts were verified by the Senior Superin 
tendent and he has submitted a report. It was thereafter the notice was 
issued . Notice was issued demanding the amounts misappropriated by him . 
He has requested for time and time was granted . Before he was suspended 
did you at any time state that he has misappropriated money ? (A ) I do not 
know . Have you given a charge 

sheet before he was dismissed from 
service? (A ) Yes. After issuing notice on 20-6-1972 did 

you make an 
enquiry ? (A ) Since all the allegations of misconduct charged against hin 
were not denied by him there was no necessity for making an enquiry . Is 
there any evidence for misappropriation ? (A ) It can be seen from the 
accounts of the Society . In the decision taken by the Committee (Ext. M9) 
is there any mention of misappropriation ? (A ) Misappropriation was not 
specifically mentioned . Since he has not given a satisfactory reply and 
since he has not deposited the amount it was stated that he was dismissed 
from service. For realising the amount separate case was filed . That is 
pending since three years. In the arbitration case also misappropriation is 
alleged . In the arbitration case and in this dispute the facts are the same. 
Have you issued a definite charge against Subhakaran ? (A ) Definite charge 
was alleged against Subhakaran . All the accounts in this case are produced 
before the arbitration court. 
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9. MW3 is Shri M. Krishnan Nair . He has deposed as follows: 

Chief: I have verified the accounts of Avanavancherry Handloom 
Weaver s Co-operative Society. At that time I was the Handloom Inspector 
and my jurisdiction included the Avanavancherry circle also . The accounts 
were verified by me as per the decision of the Committee. I do not 
remember the dates. At the time when I verified the accounts the charge 
of the Secretary was vested in the President. The accounts which were 
verified by me were the accounts which were written by Subhakaran . I 
have verified the day book of the Society . It is marked as ExtMio. In 
Ext. M10 at page 63 on 23-11-1970 an amount of Rs. 192.46 is debited as 
expenses. Page 63 is marked as Ext. MIOA . On 23-11-1970 itself 
Subhakaran has written the invoice register in which the expenses for the 
said date is written to be only Rs. 172.46 . The Invoice Register is marked 
as Ext. Mil . Page 185 of Ext. M11 is marked as Ext. MITA . Thus an 
amount of Rs. 20 is debited as extra . On 30-11-1970 the cash balance is 
recorded to be Rs. 3404.30 . That is at page 68 of Ext. Mio. When the 
income and expenditure for that day are verified it can be seen that the 
cash balance is reduced by Rs. 100. On 30-11-1970 from the credit amount 
an amount of Rs. 100 is reduced . I have initialled the day book which 
was verified by me. On 30-12-1970 an amount of Rs. 46.60 is seen to be 
short of the sales income. Page 85 of Ext. MIO is marked as Ext. M12 . 
In the cash balance of 17-12-1971 a deficiency of Rs. 100 is seen. Page 107 
of Ext.MIO is marked as Ext. M13 . On page 118 a deficiency of Rs. 10 
is scen in the cash balance. The said page is marked as Ext. M14 . On 
page 116 a deficiency of Rs. 300 is seen in the cash balance . The said page 
is marked as Ext. M15. On page 121 a deficiency of Rs. 5 is seen in the 
sales income. The said page is marked as Ext. M16. The appendix of 
Ext. M16 is a statement of sales income. On page 146 a deficiency of 
Rs. 200 is seen from the cash balance. The said page is marked as 
Ext. M17 . On page 158 it is seen that there is a deficiency of Rs. 600 in 
the previous balance . The said page is marked as Ext. M18. He has not 
credited Rs. 36.26 for which a receipt has been issued. The said page is 
171 and the same is marked as Ext. M19 . I do not remember to have 
given a report after verification . No report was called for. All the 
omissions which were found out by mewere recorded in the book itself. 

Cross: - I have taken charge as Handloom Inspector at Chirayinkil 
on 23-2-1968. Whenever I have submitted a report officially the dates 
were recorded . Usually the dates will not be recorded whenever remarks 
are written . On certain occasions the dates will be recorded . Have you 
recorded your remarks at any place in Ext. M10 ? ( A ) In Ext. M10 I have 
put my signature with the date on page 15. That was on 7-8-1970 . On 
that day I had verified only the cash balance. Ext. Mil was verified by me. 
In Ext. MIIA I have not put my signature. In Ext. MII A I have not 
entered any remarks. There is no record to show that you have verified 
Ext. Mil, is it not? ( A ) I have verified Ext. Mil. But I have notmade 
any remarks therein . In Ext. Mil I have not recorded that there is either 
deficiency or surplus. In Ext. MIOA both the President and the Secretary 
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have put their signatures. I do not know whether I have verified the same. 
I do not know whether I have verified the same before action was taken 
against Subhakaran or not. I do not remember the date of verification of 
Ext. M12 . The date of verification of Ext. M13 also is not remembered 
by me. Whether it was before his dismissal or not is also not known to 
me. In Ext M13 the President and the Secretary have put their signatures. 
I do not remember the date of verification of Ext. M14. In the case of 
Ext.M15 , M16 and M17 also , I do not remember the dates of verification . 
In all these, the Secretary and the President have put their signatures. In 
the case of Ext . M18 and M19 also it is the same. Can you say the specific 
dates when you have verified the records produced before court ? (A ) No. 
I have entered the remarks as and when I have verified the records . I have 
given information to the authorities of the Society about the shortage. 
I do not remember whether I have given the information in writing . The 
action should be taken by the Society . I have orally requested them to 
take the action . The Secretary was dismissed from service after enquiry, 
A domestic enquiry was conducted . Whether it was formal or not is not 
known to me. It is not right to say that there was no charge-sheet or 
enquiry before the Secretary was sent out of service. Enquiry was 
conducted , but no witnesses were examined . Whether the enquiry was 
legal or not is not known to me. The explanation was obtained from the 
Secretary and after verification of the records he was sent out of service. 
I have asked for a legal domestic enquiry by the Management. Whether 
they have conducted such an enquiry is not known to me. 
10. WW1 is Shri Subhakaran himself . He has deposed as follows: 

Chief : I was the Secretary of the Avanavancherry Handloom Weavers 
Co-operative Society . I was the Secretary for one year. Before I became 
the Secretary I was the Manager of the Society . I was the Manager for 
9 years. When I was sent out of service from the Society I was getting 
Rs. 100 per month . On 10-9-1971 I was suspended from service. The 
original suspension order is marked as Exhibit Wi. In Exhibit W1 it is 
stated that I am suspended from service since I have not deposited an 
amount of Rs. 1618. In Exhibit W1 it is not stated that I have done any 
irregularities. What was the basis on which it was demanded that you 
should deposit Rs. 1618 ? (A ) It was caused by a clerical mistake. On 
25-10-1971 I was given a notice from the Society. In that notice another 
amount of Rs. 375.17 was also demanded further . The notice is marked 
as Exhibit W2. I was informed that the society has decided to dismiss me 
from service with effect from 11-9-1971 by a letter dated 21-8-1972 , i.e., 
I was dismissed from service with effect from the date of suspension . That 
letter is marked as Exhibit W3. No charge-sheet was prepared against me, 
during the period from 10-9-1971 to 21-8-1972 .. I was not informed of the 
misconduct alleged to have been committed by me. No notice was given 
to me alleging that I have misappropriated the Society fund . Was an 
Explanation sought for ? (A ) They have asked me only whether I will 
deposit the amount. But they have not asked me that I should deposit the 
amount which wasmisappropriated by me. The shortage which was caused 
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by a clerical mistake , was agreed by me to be deposited . I have not done 
any mistake in order to dismiss me from service . No enquiry was conducted 
before I was dismissed from service . No explanation was sought for, for 
not dismissing me from service. The Management has not informed me 
earlier that I will be punished . No explanation was sought for from me 
for not punishing me. I have received the dismissal order. I have only 
received the dismissal order and not the dismissal notice. Exhibit M8 is the 
copy of my reply . In that I have said that the action taken against me is 
illegal. I have also stated that my explanation was not properly considered . 
Exhibit M5 also is my reply. The notice received by me on 16-2-1972 is 
Exhibit M4. But in Exhibit M4 no allegation ofmisconduct is made against 
me. It is said that I have got a liability. For realising the liability arbi 
tration suit is filed . I am a member Secretary of the Society . Regarding 
the amountmentioned in Exhibit M4 I could not deposit since I was in the 
hospital. But I am not liable to pay all the amount that is mentioned in 
Exhibit M4. The previous Secretary was dismissed from service because 
of his misconduct. If his liabilities are not rectified the existence of the 
Society itself will be jeopardised and so myself and some others executed 
vouchers for an amount of Rs. 4,700, out of which I have executed a voucher 
for Rs. 2,000 . These facts can be seen from the society day book . I have 
got dispute regarding this amount. On page 7 of Exhibit M10 the amount 
as per the voucher executed by him is recorded. Page 7 is marked as 
Exhibit W4. There it is stated that Krishnan Nair has received an advance 
of Rs. 2,000 . It was he who was dismissed . In order to rectify the mis 
conducts committed by the previous Secretary such entries of receipt of 
advance should be written . I have never agreed that I have to pay the 
amount as per the notice . After verification of accounts the shortage was 
deposited by me by monthly instalments. The society has not made any 
enquiries. During the time of Krishnan Nair as Secretary, were the 
accounts verified and irregularities found out ? (A ) No. The remarks in 
Exhibit M10 were not shown to me. When I was in service the Senior 
Superintendent did not verify the accounts and find out the defects . The 
Senior Superintendent might have recorded the remarks about the irregula - 1 
rities, only after I was suspended from service. The irregularities in the 
day book were not pointed out when I was in service. The irregularities 
in Exhibit Mil Invoice Register were not found out and pointed out to me 
when I was in service , by the Senior Superintendent. Krishnan Nair has 
not informed about the irregularities in Exhibit MIIA . The remark that 
Rs. 5 should be added in the sales income in Exhibit M16 was not known 

Before I was dismissed from service no misconduct was proved 
against me. I was neither find nor was I warned . I am a member of the 
Shop and Establishment Workers Union . That is a C. I. T. U. Union . 
When I was sent out of service the leadership of the society was vested in 
I. N. T. U. C. leaders. The President was an I. N. T. U. Č . leader. Before 
I.N.T.U.C. leadership , the leadership was vested in theMarxists . It was 
after the coming of the I.N.T.U.C. that I was taken as the Secretary. 
Before that the Secretary was Krishnan Nair. Hewas a Marxist. In the 
vacancy caused by the dismissal of Krishnan Nair as Secretary I was 
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appointed . At the same time the society has requested the Government to 
appoint a paid Secretary . The previous Secretary Krishnan Nair was given 
Rs. 300 including the allowance. I was not given the said salary . The 
Manager was only paid Rs. 100 per mensem . I have requested for the 
enhancement of the salary since I was looking after the work of the Manager 
as well as the Secretary . It was thereafter I was sent out of service. I had 
directly asked for the enhancement of the salary. 

Cross: Before the appointment of the Society Secretary , ratification 
from the Registrar should be obtained . I was given the ratification when I 
was in service. The ratification was given after four months of my 
becoming the Secretary. It is not correct to say that ratification was not 
obtained. The work of the Secretary is to enter the vouchers issued by the 
President in the accounts , to write the income and expenses and submit the 
same to the Board , to write the minutes etc., The Secretary will deal with 
the money matters also . Money will be given to the Secretary by the 
President. The Secretary will expend the money and obtain vouchers. I 
have no right to take advance by myself . I have received advance as per 
the decision of the Committee. On 21-1-1970 I have received Rs. 2,000 as 
advance . Was this advance received by the pressure of the Board ? 
( A ) Yes. If the Board persuades you , will you receive advance ? ( A ) It 
was such an atmosphere in the Society. Have you at any time, at any 
other place , informed that you have received the advance because you were 
pressurised by the Board ? ( A ) There was no opportunity to inform so at 
any timeother than before court. The Society has demanded that I should 
remit the advance of Rs. 2,000 . When the Board has asked you to remit 
back the amount of Rs. 2,000 why did you not write then, that the advance 
was received as per the force exerted on you by the Board and so you are 
not responsible to pay back ? (A ) No opportunity was given to me. I 
have given a reply for the demand of the Board to remit back Rs 2,000 . 
But in that reply I have not stated that the amount of advance was obtained 
by me by pressure from the Board . There was no opportunity to say so. 
I have stated in my reply that I should get further time to submit an 
explanation for receiving the advance of Rs. 2,000 . Where you aware that 
the Board has pressurised you to receive the amount of Rs. 2,000 when you 
wrote the reply ? (A ) It was known to me. The explanation is Ext. M5. 
In Ext. M5 it is not stated by you that you wanted time for explaining 
about the receipt of advance ofRs. 2,000 ? (A ) I did not ask for time since 
my uncle was in the hospital at Perurkkada . You have stated in chief that the 
previous Secretary Krishnan Nair has caused the reason for the shortage of 
Rs. 5,000 , what was the reason ? (A ) I do not know what was the reason 
for the shortage of Rs. 5,000. But that defect was rectified by meand two 
others by writing vouchers. I have written a voucher for Rs 2,000 . If 
such vouchers are not executed defects in the accounts will not be able to be 
rectified . In the voucher I have not stated any reason . It was only stated 
that I am receiving money as advance . In the voucher it is stated that 
because of the financial debility in your family you are receiving Rs. 2.000 
as advance , is it not ? ( A ) I have written so because I was asked to write 
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so by the Committee. As per the bye-laws the Secretary and the President 
are not entitled to obtain advance. For the money to be realised by the 
Society there was an arbitration case In that case also the Society has 
demanded the advance received by me to the tune of Rs. 2,000 . In that 
case I have sub nitted the written statement. In that written statement it is 
not stated that you have obtained Rs. 2 000 as advance because the Board 
has forced you to accept the same, is it right ? (A ) There is no reason for 
not writing in the written statement about the same. The day book 
Ext.M10 and the Invoice Register Ext.Mil . are written by me. As per 
Ext .MI1A the cooli expenses on 23-11-1970 is Rs. 172.46 . But in the day 
book it is stated that the cooli cxpenses for the siad day is Rs. 192.46 . 
Thus in the day book Rs. 20 has been shown in excess . The cash balance 
will be counted on each day. On page 107 of Ext.M10 (Ext.M13) the 
total expenses are calculated to be Rs. 2,378.58 . But on a correct 
calculation the total expenses appear to come upto only Rs. 2,275.58 
Thus in the expenses an amount of Rs. 100 is added in excess . Similarly in 
Ext.M15 on 10-3-1971 the total expenses appear to be only Rs. 2,450.79 . 
But the amount written there is Rs. 2,750.70 . Thus an excess amount of 
Rs. 300 is added to the expenses. In Ext . M16 the income from the depot 
is shown to be Rs. 93.49 on 22-3-1971 . But as per Ext M17 that amount 
is Rs . 98.49 . Thus a deficit of Rs. 5 is shown in the income. In 
Ext . M17 on 6-5-1971 the total cash amount including the cash balance is 
Rs. 12,890.44 . But an amount of Rs. 5,458.50, Rs. 5,500 and Rs. 243 
are calculated together to be Rs. 12,085.73. But actually when the three 
amounts are added the total amout will be only Rs. 11,885.23 . Thus an 
amount of Rs. 200 is added in excess. Page 156 of Ext. M10 is marked as 
Ext. M20 . As per that, cash balance is Rs. 2,609.41. But it is carried 
forward and is written as Rs. 2,009.41. Thus the shortage of an amount of 
Rs. 600 is caused in the cash balance . All these amounts are in your 
possession , is it not ? ( A ) These are all clerical mistakes . If they are all 
clericalmistakes, the actual amounts must be there , is it not ? ( A ) The 
whole amount of income may not be received in hands. The notice was 
given to me for remitting back all such amounts. In your reply , did you 
state that such defects have been caused because there will be deficiency in 
the amounts of income and you had to borrow money for expenses etc ., ? 
( A ) No. In the arbitration case also I have notsaid so . Here I am 
saying for the first time. In Ext. M7 notice it is stated that I have 
misappropriated the amount and I have manipulated the accounts. In that 
notice it is also stated that if there is any reason for not dismissing me from 
service it should be intimated by writing, within 15 days . I have given a 
reply which is Ext. M8. In Ext . M8 did you state that you have not 
misappropriated the money and that you have not manipulated the 
accounts ? (A ). I have not stated as such . When you were the Manager 
did you sell tapioca and the almirah of the Society and realise the amounts? 
(A ) The amount of Rs. 457 was realised by the Secretary and not by me. 
It is seen from the minutes of the general body meeting held on 29-7-1970 
that you have declared that the said amount is with you , what have you to 
say ? (A ) On 21-7-1970 I was forced to write a voucher on the basis that 
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I have received Rs. 2,000 , on 22-7-1970 I was appointed as the Secretary , 
on 29-7-1970 I was asked to write such a minute and on 7-8-1970 I have 
taken charge as the Secretary. On 7-8-1970 there was no decision that the 
Manager should take charge of the Secretary. But in the Committee 
meeting dated 20-7-1970 it is stated that you have been deputed to take 
charge of the Secretary also in the capacity of the Manager, is it not ? 
( A ) Yes. For the first time I have deposed here that I was forced to write 
a voucher etc.,. I was dismissed from service since I was a Marxist and the 
leadership of the Society was vested in INTUC . There are no other reasons. 
In your claim statement it is not stated that this is the reason , what do you 
say? ( A ) That is because I thought that I will state about this when 
the opportunity comes. 

11. The learned counsels for the parties argued their cases succinctly 
and submitted argument notes in detail. 

12. The learned counsel for the Union has attacked the evidence 
adduced by the Management which according to him is not conclusive 
regarding the misconduct alleged to have been committed by the Secretary 
of the Society. According to the learned counsel for the Union , a show 
cause notice was not issued seeking explanation , before the workman was 
suspended from service and neither a charge-sheet was framed nor a 
domestic enquiry was conducted by the Management before the dismissal. 
The case of the Union is that the action of the Management is borne outof 
victimisation because of the political difference of opinion and also because 
the workman has demanded an enhancement of the salary . 

13. The learned counsel for the Management has met all the arguments 
of the Union in his elaborate argument, notes and has referred to the evid 
ence adduced by both the parties and concluded his arguments by asserting 
that a show cause notice was issued , a charge was framed and explanations 
from the workman were obtained before the workman was dismissed from 
service. According to him , since the workman has admitted all the charges 
levelled against him , there was no necessity at all for conducting a domestic 
enquiry . It was pointed out that even in the claim statement filed by the 
Union for and on behalf of the workman, there was no repudiation of 
the charge of misappropriation of money and manipulation of accounts 
committed by the workman . Therefore the learned counsel for the 
Management has emphatically asserted that the workman is guilty of all the 
misconducts alleged against him as per his own admission and so the action 
of the Management is only just and reasonable. The learned counsel has 
pointed out that the case that the workman has demanded enhancement of 
salary , put up by the Union is only the fruits of an after-thought and that 
the workman has never demanded any enhancement of wages. Regarding 
the political difference of opinion , the learned counsel has pointed out that 
Shri Subhakaran , who is admittedly a Marxist, has been appointed as 
Secretary by the INTUC leaders who were controlling the Director Board 
at that time and so the contention of the Union that there was political rilt 
between the workman and the Director Board because of political difference 
of opinion is utterly baseless and thoroughly false . 
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14. The facts and circumstances of the case are as follows. Shri 
M. Subhakaran , the dismissed workman was the Secretary of the Avanavan 
cherry Handloom Weavers Co -operative Society from 7-8-1970 and before 
that he was the Manager of the Society . He was dismissed from service 
after finding him guilty of misconducts ofmisappropriation of Society funds 
and manipulation of the accounts of the Society. 

15. Admittedly Shri Subhakaran was dealing with the cash and was 
writing accounts, in the capacity of the Secretary and the accounts written 
by Shri Subhakaran were produced before this court and mai ked as 
Exts.M10 and MIl respectively . According to the Management an amount 
of Rs. 3459.85 was found to have been misappropriated by the delinquent 
Secretary over and above the manipulations in the accounts made by him . 
As per Ext. Ml notice dated 26-8-1971, the Society has directed the 
Secretary to remit a sum of Rs. 1618 which was found as shortage in the 
first instance. On a perusal of Ext. Mi dated 26-8-1971, it is seen that the 
Management has given the Secretary a period of 7 days time to remit 
Rs. 1618. They have referred to the decision of the Committee regarding 
the same, as decision No. 113 of 5 8-1971. On 26-8-1971 the Secretary was 
in the office and since he has not remitted the amount he was placed under 
suspension on 10-9-1971, the order of suspension being Ext. M2. In Ext. 
Mểthe decision taken by the Committee on 9-9-1971 for suspending him 
from service was recorded . It was thereafter, that a thorough verification 
of the accounts wasmade by the Society through the Senior Superintendent 
and the Auditing Officers and it was found out that the total liability on 
the part of Shri Subhakaran was to the extent of Rs. 3459.85 . Ext. M4 
pages 1 to 4 are the details regarding the manipulation of accounts made by 
the delinquent workman and the concomitant misappropriation of the 
amounts by him . Ext. M4 was sent on 16-2-1972 by the Management 
calling upon him to remit the amount within 15 days with 18 % interest . 
It was also intimated that if the delinquent workman does not comply with 
the direction , action will be taken against him . It is quite surprising to 
note that after receiving Ext. M4 on 16-2-1972 Shri Subhakaran has sent a 
reply for the same only on 13-3-1972, i. e ., he has taken about a month s 
time to send a reply. It is also quite surprising to note, that although this 
was the first opportunity for him to state his case , he has not denied any of 
the allegationsmade against him in the matter of manipulation as well as 
misappropriation of funds of the Society, in Ext. M5 reply Ext. M5 is 
really not a reply to Ext. M4, but appears to be a petition filed by the delin 
quent, workman . He has admitted that he has received Ext. M4 on 
16-2-1972. But since he had thought of depositing at least a portion of the 
amount and then to send a reply he could not send the reply immediately . 
He has also requested that since his uncle was laid up at Perurkkada Hospi 
tal, time up to 31st March 1972 may be granted to him , so that by that 
time at least one third of the amount will be deposited by him . 

16. Thus on a perusal of Ext. M5, any reasonable person can come to 
the only conclusion that, Shri Subhakaran has indisputably admitted that 
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he is liable to pay the whole amount of Rs. 3459.85 to the Society, which 
wasmore or less misappropriated by him after his manipulation of accounts 
of the Society. He has no case at all that the Society has demanded the 
said amount with a view to victim se him and send him out of service or the 
Society has made such a demand because of political enmity . In fact it is 
an unconditional admission of guilt on the part of the delinquent workman , 
and a prayer by him for granting him time to pay back the amount. Of 
course nothing is mentioned in Ext. M5 regarding his innocence, or that 
he has not manipulated the accounts or misappropriated the amounts for 
his owo use as alleged by the Management. 

17. Ext. M6 is the true copy of the decision of the Committee dated 
14-3-1972 as No. 66. The copy of this decision was sent to Shri Subhakaran 
on 26-4-1972 as is evidenced by Ext. M6. MW2 Shri Karunakaran , the 
erstwhile President of the Society has unambiguously affirmed that this 
decision was intimated to Shri Subhakaran on 26-4-1972. As per Ext. M6 
the Committee has decided to grant time to Shri Subhakaran as per his 
letter dated 13-3-1972 (Ext. M5) and if Shri Subhakaran is not depositing 
the amount, action has to be taken against him . The fact that the Society 
has given time to the delinquent workman as per his request is even 
otherwise established by the silence of the Society for a considerable period 
regarding the punishment to be meted out to the workman concerned . It 
was only on 20-6-1972 , i.e., after about two months timethat the delinquent 
workman was informed by the President of the Society , that the Society 
has taken a decision to dismiss him from service as per the unanimous 
decision of the Committee meeting held on 9-6-1972 . The copy of this 
dismissal notice is marked as Ext. M7. In this notice it is very clearly 
stated that Shri Subhakaran , the erstwhile Secretary of the Society , has 
misappropriated a total amount of Rs. 3459.85 by manipulating accounts 
and by misguiding the President and the Committee of the Society . It was 
also pointed out in Ext.M7that the liability of Shri Subhakaran in details 
was intimated to him by the Society s earlier letter ( Ext. M4). It was 
further pointed out that because of themisconduct of Shri Subhakaran the 
Society has incurred not only loss ofmoney but has also suffered a loss of 
face . Even then as per Ext. M7 notice dated 20-6-1972 the Society has 
given 15 days time to Shri Subhakaran to submit his explanation , if there 
is any , in writing for not dismissing him from service. Of course Shri Subha 
karan had not submitted any explanation as per Ext. M7 before the pres 
cribed time of 15 days. But he has sent a letter to the Society on 17-7-1972, 
the true copy of which is marked as Ext. M8. In this letter he has not 
mentioned anything about the allegation of misappropriation of Society 
funds and manipulation of accounts, although it was very specifically stated 
that he has misappropriated the funds of the Society to the tune of 
Rs. 3459.85 after manipulating the accounts of the Society . In Ext. M8 
he has vaguely alleged that the Management Society has no . given him 
opportunity as requested by him etc., and in the last paragraph he has 
alleged that he was hospitalised for one and half weeks and that is why he 
has sent a belated reply and so he may be excused . 
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18. Now , atleast in Ext. M8 being the last chance for the delinquent 
workman, he might have affirmed about his innocence, if he was innocent. 
In fact he has more or less admitted that he has misappropriated the funds 
of the Society to the tune of Rs. 3459.85 after the manipulation of the 
accounts by him . He has not mentioned a single syllable in Ext. M8 letter 
against the misconduct of misappropriation etc., allege I against him . He 
has also not stated anything about the proposed dismissal of him from 
service. At the same time the allegation that time was not granted to him 
as per his request in Ext. M5 etc., stated by him in Ext. M8 is entirely 
wrong since Ext. M7 dismissal notice was sent to him only on 20-6-1972 
and the time requested by him for rectifying the defects was only upto 31st 
of March 1972. In Ext. M5 he has categorically affirmed that if he is given 
time up to 31st March 1972 he will be definitely depositing one third of the 
amount of Rs. 3459.85 and the balance will be remitted by him as early as 
possible. But admittedly up to 20-6-1972 he has not remitted a single pie 
out of the amount misappropriated by him . Ext. M9 is the dismissal order 
issued to him on 21-8-1972. Of course , the dismissal takes effect from the 
date of his suspension from service, i.e., from 11-9-1971 . 

19. It is in these circumstances that the learned counsel for the 
Management has affirmed that there was no necessity for any domestic 
enquiry because of the implicit admission on the part of the delinquentwork 
man that he has committed the misconduct alleged against him , viz., misap 
propriated an amount of Rs. 3459.85 and also manipulated the accounts. 
When the workman was examined as WW1before this court he has deposed 
in the chief examination that no charge-sheet was prepared against him , that 
he was not informed of the misconduct alleged to have been committed by 
him , that no notice was given to him alleging that he has misappropriated 
Society s fund, that the fact that the amountwas due from him as per the 
accounts was caused only by clerical mistakes and that he has not done any 
mistake in order to dismiss him from service. But in the cross- examination 
he has deposed as follows: - 

. The day book Ext. MIO and the Invoice Register 
Ext. M11 are written by me. As per Ext. M11A the cooli expenses 
on 23-11-1970 is Rs. 172.46 . But in the day book it is stated that 
the cooli expenses for the said day is Rs. 192 46 . Thus in the day 
book Rs. 20 has been shown in excess. The cash balance will be 
counted on each day . On page 107 of Ext.M10 (Ext. M13 ) the 
total expenses are calculated to be Rs. 2378.58 . But on a correct 
calculation the total expenses appear to comeupto only Rs. 2275.58 . 
Thus in the expenses an amount of Rs. 100 is added in excess . 
Similarly Ext. M15 on 10-3-1971 the total expenses appear to be 
only Rs. 2450.79 . But the amount written there is Rs. 2750.70 . 
Thus an excess amount of Rs. 300 is added to the expenses. In 
Ext. M16 the income from the depot is shown to be Rs. 93.49 on 
22-3-1971. But as per Ext M17 that amount is Rs. 98.49 . Thus 
a deficit of Rs. 5 is shown in the income. In Ext.M17 on 6-5-1971 
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the total cash amount including the cash balance is Rs. 12,890.44 . 
But an amountof Rs. 5458.50, Rs. 5500 and Rs. 243 are calcu 
lated together to be Rs. 12,085.73 . But actually when the three 
amounts are added the total amount will be only Rs. 11,885.23. 
Thus an amount of Rs. 200 is added in excess . Page 156 of Ext. 
MIO is marked as Ext. M20 . As per that, cash balance is 
Rs. 2609.41. But it is carried forward and is written as 
Rs. 2009.41. Thus the shortage of an amount of Rs. 600 is caused 
in the cash balance All these amounts are in your possession , is it 
not ? ( A ) These are all clerical mistakes. If they are all clerical 
mistakes the actual amount must be there, is it not? ( A ) The 

whole amount of incomemay not be received in hands. . 
From the foregoing admission on the part of the workman it can be seen 
that the Society has lost a huge amount by the manipulation of accounts 
done by the delinquent workman . The contention that they are clerical mis 
takes etc., cannot hold water even for a moment since such clerical mistakes 
cannot be committed continuously regarding big amounts by any reasonable 
employee who deals with the accounts. Therefore it cannot be denied that 
such clericalmistakes" were caused deliberately by the workman .. Now , 
the learned counsel for the management has put a very pertinent question as 
can be seen from the afore-mentioned deposition , that if they are only 
clerical mistakes the amounts should be found in the Society and there 
should not be any shortage. For this question the delinquent workman has 
answered evasively . 

20 . On a continuation , the learned counsel for the Management has 
questioned the delinquent workman as follows: 
" In your reply did you state that such defects have been caused because 

there will be deficiency in the amounts of income and you had to 

borrow money for expenses etc. ?” 
Immediately this question was answered in the negative and he has 
added that in the arbitration case also he has not stated so and that 
he is saying so for the first time, in this court . 

21. Asagainst his version in the chief that there was no allegation of 
misappropriation etc., at any time, he has admitted in the cross-examination 
that in Ext. M7 notice it is stated thathe has misappropriated the amount 
and hasmanipulated the accounts. When he has stated that a reply was 
given to Ext. M7 by him which is marked as Ext. M8, it was immediately 
asked whether in Ext. M8 he has stated that he has not misappropriated 
the money and that he has not manipulated the account . But he has admit . 
ted that he has not stated as such . 


22. At the fag end of the cross- examination when he has deposed that 
he was dismissed from service since he was a Marxist and the leadership of 
the S ciety was vested in INTUC and there was no other reason , it was 
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asked by the learned counsel for the Management whether in his claim 
statement it was stated that this is the reason , then he has answered that 
he has not stated so because he thought of stating the samewhen the oppor 
tunity comes. 

23. Now even without looking into the evidence adduced by the 
Management on their part, a mere perusal the deposition of WW1 would 
convince any reasonable person ; that Shri Subhakaran has - unambiguously 
admitted that there was a shortage of R $ 3459.85 in the Society funds 
during the period of his Secretaryship , that the amount is not seen there, 
that he was writing the accounts himself and that there is no other person 
who is to be responsible for the shortage. Although Shri Subhakaran has 
not admitted in so many words that he has misappropriated the amount as 
per the letters and explanations submitted by him to the Management, as 
can be scen from the documents before me, he has indisputably admitted 
that the money has been taken away by him and that he is responsible for 
the remittance of the same. 

24. In these circumstances I do hold that the Management is correct 
in not holding any domestic enquiry as the workman has absolutely no case 
that he has not committed the misconduct alleged against him . 

25. Regarding the evidence adduced by the Management, although the 
learned counsel for the Union has been harping much upon the technicali 
ties of domestic enquiry etc., by his questioning the witnesses MW1 to MWS, 
the fact that a huge amount of Rs. 3459.85 was misappropriated by the delin 
quent workman after manipulating the accounts, has been sworn to, by all 
the witnesses unanimously and although they were cross -examined at length , 
the veracity of their version could not be repudiated even for a moment. 

26. 1 hus, taking all the facts and circumstances of the case into con 
sideration , I hold that the delinquent workman has committed the mig 
conduct of misappropriation of the Society funds to the tune of Rs. 3459.85 
and that he has manipulated the accounts of the Society in order to achieve 
this end. Therefore I find that the delinquent workman is guilty of the 
misconduct alleged against him and so I am not entitlod to interfere in 
the action taken by the Management against him . Of course, the Manage 
ment has dismissed him from service and I find that the punishment meted 
out to him is only appropriate . 

27. I pass this award accordingly and this award shall come into force 
on the expiry of thirty days from the date of its publication in the Govern 
ment Gazette . 


Alloppey , 
16-2-1978 . 
GA.40/ B 


K. P. M. Sheriff, 
Industrial Tribunal 


is 


Appendix 


Witnesses examined on the Management s side : 

MWI hri Thankappan Nair, 
MW2 Karunakaran . 
MW3 Krishnan Nair . 


Witness examined on the Union s side : 

wwi Shri Subhakaran . 


>> 


Exhibits marked on the Management s side : 
Ext. Mi. Copy of a notice dated 26-8-1971 issued to Shri M. 

Subhakaran by the President of theSociety . 
M2. Copy of a notice dated 10-9-1971 issued to Shri M. 

Subhakaran by the President of the Society . - 
M3. Copy of decision No. 17 of the Committee meeting held on 

22-10-1971. 
M4. Copy of a notice dated 16-2-1972 issued to Shri M. 

Subhakaran by the President of the Society. 
M5. Copy of a petition dated 13-3-1972 submitted to the Presi. 

dent of the Society by Shri Subhakaran . 
M6, Copy of the decision No. 66 of the Committee meeting held 

on 14-3-1972 . 
M7. Copy of a notice dated 20-5-1972 issued to Shri M. 

Subhakaran by the President of the Society . 
M8. Copy of a letter dated 17-7-1972 from Shri M. Subhakaran 

to the President of the Society . 
M9. Copy of a notice dated 21-8-1972 issued to Shri M. 

· Subhakaran by the President of the Society . 
Mio. Day book of the Society , 
MIOA . Page 63 of Ext. M10, 
MI1, Invoice Register of the Society , 
MIIA . Page 185 of Ext. M11. 
M12. Page 85 of Ext. M10. 

M13 . - Page 107 of Ext. M10 : 
» M14 , Page 113 of Ext. M10 . 

M15, Page 116 of Ext. M10. 
» M16 , Page 121 of Ext. MIO . 

M17 . The appendix of Ext. M16 (Statement of sales income); 


99 


>> 


» 
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Ext. M18 . Page 158 of Ext. Mio. 

M19 : - Page 171 of Ext. MIO . 

M20. Page 157 of Ext. MIO . 
Exhibits marked on the Union s side : 
Ext. Wi. Suspension order dated 10-9-1971 issued to Shri M , 

Subhakaran 
W2. A notice dated 25-10-1971 issued to Shri M. Subhakaran 

from the Society . 
W3. A notice dated 21-8-1972 issued to Shri M.Subhakaran by 

the President of the Society .. 
W4. Page 7 of Exc. Mio. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing (A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. (Rt.) No. 426 /78/L & H . Dated , Trivandrum , 15th March 1978 . 

The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey in respect of the dispute 
between the Manager, Perinad Estate, Vadasserikkara P. O., Pathanamthitta 
Taluk, Quilon District and their workmen represented by the Secretary , 
Kollam District Thottam Thozhilali Union , P. O. Ranni-Perinad received 
by Government on 22-2-1978 is hereby published under section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947 ). 


By order of the Governor, 

P. P. MATHULLA , 
Deputy Secretary 
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on the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey 
Dated this the 17th day of February , Nineteen hundred and 

Seventy Eight 

Present: 
Shri K. P. M. Sheriff, B. SC ., 3. L., 

Industrial Tribunal 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 9 of 1977 

Between 
The Management represented by the Manager, Perinad Estate, 
Vadasserikkara P. O., Pathanamthitta Taluk 

Quilon District 

And 
The workmen of the above Estate represented by the Secretary, . 
Kollam District Thottam Thozhilali Union , 

P. O. Ranni- Perinad , 
JA 43/ B 


AWARD 
. This industrial dispute between the above parties w28 referred to this 
Tribunal for, adjudication by Gyverament as per G.O. (Rt.) No. 579/77! 
LBR dated 12-5-1977 . The issue referred for adjudication is as follows 

" Dismissal of the following workers: 
1. V. A. Ramakrishnan . 
2. S. Kittan . 
8. M. J. Kunjukutty.. 
4. Bhaskaran . 
5. Ramakrishnan , 
6. P. M. Hassan . 
7. K. C. Thankappan . 
8. K : J. Oothaman , 

9. T. M. Siddique ." 
2. Pursuant to summons the Management appeared and submitted 
their Vakalath . The Union applied for time which was granted . The 
case was posted to 23-7-1977 for the claim statement of the Union . Notice 
also was issued to the Union . On 23-7-1977 neither the Union was present 
nor their claim statement was filed . Therefore the Union was declared 
ex -parte . The case was then posted to 20-8-1977 , issuing registered notice 
to the Union . On 20-8-1977 the sitting was cancelled , posting the case 
again to 15-10-1977 : On 15-10-1977 als ), the Union was absent and so 
the ex -parte order passed against then , was made absolute. The Manage 
ment then examined Mwi and marked Ext. Mi series and closed their 
evidence. The matter was heard and taken up for award . 
3. MWIis Shri T. Upendran . He has deposed as follows:--- 

“ I am the Michand Rubber and Produce Company Executive Officer. 
Perinad Estate belongs to this Company. I know the persons 1 to 9 
mentioned in the reference order . They were the workers of this estate. 
But they are now disinissed from service. They have committed the 
misconduct of unauthorised tapping of rubber trees, committed theft of 
rubber and molested the Assistant Manager Shri George Joseph . The 
workers were issued show cause notice seeking explanation and a domestic 
enquiry was conducted in which they were found guilty. They were 
thereafter disraissed from service. The Perinad Branch of the Quilon 
District Thottam Thozhilali Union raised a dispute regarding the dismissal. 
Conciliation conference was held at Pathanamthitta by the Deputy Labour 
Oficer. Thereafter the workers accepted the dismissal and requested for 
the payment of gratuity. Accordingly they were given gratuity and the 
workers have left the service . This reference was sent for adjudication only 
after this settlement. This dispute is not sponsored by any workman now . 
The petitions which were submitted by the workers to the Management 
are produced and marked as Ext. Mi series 1 to 7.; The receipts obtained 
from the workers are kept by the Management." 


4. On a perusal of Ext. Mi series 1 to 7, it is seen that M /s. S. Kistan , 
V. A. Ramakrishnan ,M. J. Kunjukutty , Ramakrishnan , K. C. Thankappan , 
Bhaskaran and K. J. Oothaman have written these petitions praying that 
they may be excused for the misconduct committed by them and that they 
may be given gratuity and other emoluments due to them . They have 
also made an assurance that they will not raise any dispute individually or 
through Union , now or at any time, regarding their service in the estate . 

5.. In the light of the unchallenged evidence adduced by the Management 
I hold that the dispute was settled out of court even before the reference 
order was sent for adjudication and so . I pass this award declaring that there 
is no subsisting dispute at present between the parties. 

6. This award shall come into force on the expiry of thirty days from 
the date of its publication in the Government Gazette. 


Alleppey , 
17-2-1978 . 


K. P. M. SHERIFF , 
Industrial Tribunal. 


Appendis 
Witness examined on the Management s side: 
MWI Shri T. Upendran . 
Exhibits marloed on the Management s side: 
Ext. Mi series 1 to 7. Petitions submitted by 7 workers to the 

Management. 
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Bertien lii 


കേരള സർക്കാർ 
നിയമ ( ലേജ്. സി) വകുപ്പ് 

വിജ്ഞാപനം 


നമ്പർ 2556-4 / 28 . സി 2| 78| ലം : തിരുവനന്തപുരം, 1978 മാർച്ച്18/ 

1899 ഫാൽഗുനം 27 . 
കേരള സംസ്ഥാന നിയമസഭയുടെ താഴെപ്പറയുന്ന ആക്റ പൊതുജനം 
ളുടെ. അറിവിനായി ഇതിനാൽ പസിംധപ്പെടുത്തുന്നു . നിയമസഭ പാസാ 
ക്കിയ പ്രകാരമുള്ള ബില്ലിന് 1978 മാർച്ച് 18 -ാം തീയതി ഗവർണ്ണരുടെ അനു 
മതി ലഭിച്ചു . 

ഗവർണ്ണരുടെഉത്തരവു പ്രകാരം, 

ക , വിശ്വനാഥൻ നായർ, 
യമവകുപ്പ്അഡീഷണൽ സെക്രട്ടറി. 


മററ 


1978- ലെ 12 -ം . ആക°°, 
കേരള മുനിസിപ്പൽ കോർപ്പറേഷനുകൾ 

( ഭേദഗതി) ആക്ററ്, 1978 
കൊച്ചി നഗര കോർപ്പറേഷൻ മേയറുടേയും, ഡെപ്യൂട്ടി മേയറുടേയും, മറ് 
കൗൺസിലർമാരുടേയും, സ്ററാൻഡിംഗ് കമ്മിററികളിലെ അംഗങ്ങളുടേയും, 
ചെയർമാൻമാരുടേയും: ഉദ്യോഗ കാലാവധി വീണ്ടും ദീർഘിപ്പിക്കുന്നതിന 
വ്യവസ്ഥ ചെയ്യുന്നതിനുളള ഒരു ആക്ററ്. 

പീഠിക -- കൊച്ചി നഗര, കോർപ്പറേഷൻ മേയറുടേയും, ഡെപ്യൂട്ടി മേയറ 
ടേയും, കൗൺസിലർമാരുടേയും, സ്ററാൻഡിംഗ് കമ്മിററികളിലെ 
അംഗങ്ങളുടേയും, ചെയർമാൻമാരുടേയും ഉദ്യോഗ കാലാവധി വീണ്ടും നീട്ടുന്ന 
തിന് വ്യവസ്ഥചെയ്യുന്നത് യുക്തമായിരിക്കയാൽ; 

ഇൻഡ്യൻ റിപ്പബ്ലിക്കിന്റെ ഇരുപത്തൊൻപതാം സംവനത്തിൽ താഴെ 
പറയും പ്രകാരം നിയമമുണ്ടാക്കുന്നു : 

1 . ചുരുക്കപ്പേരും ആരംഭവും, - (1) " ഈ ആകൗറിന് കേരള മുനിസി 
പ്പൽ കോർപ്പറേഷനുകൾ ( ഭേദഗതി) ആക്റ്, 1978 എന്ന് പേർ പറയാം. 

( 2) ഇത " 1978 ജനുവരി 31 -ാം തീയതി പ്രാബല്യത്തിൽ വന്നതായി 
കരുതപ്പെടേണ്ടതാകുന്നു : 

2. കൊച്ചി നഗര കോർപ്പറേഷൻ മേയർ, ഡെപ്യൂട്ടി മേയർ, ക ൺസിലർ 
മാർ മുതലായവരുടെ ഉദ്യോഗ കാലാവധി ദീർഘിപ്പിക്കൽ ---1961 - ലെ കേരള 
മുനിസിപ്പൽ കോർപ്പറേഷനുകൾ ആക്റിൽ (1961- ലെ 30) (ഇതിനുശഷ്. 
G. 590 


പ്രസ്തുത ആക്ററ” എന്നാണ് പരാമർശിക്കപ്പെടുക) എന്തുതന്നെ അടങ്ങി 
യിരുന്നാലും, പ്രസ്തുത ആക്ററിൻ കീഴിൽ രൂപീകരിക്കപ്പെട്ടതും 1978 
ഫെ ബുവരി 1 -ാം തീയതി ഉച്ചയ്ക്ക് അവസാന ക്കുന്നതുമായ കൊച്ചി നഗര 
കോർപ്പറേഷൻ മേയറുടേയും, ഡെപ്യൂട്ടി മേയറുടേയും, മററു കൗൺസിലർ 
മാരുടേയും, സ്റ്റാൻഡിം കമ്മിറ്റികളിലെ അംഗങ്ങളുടേയും, കെയർമാൻ: 
മാരുടേയും ഉദ്യോഗ കാലാവധി1978 ചേനി !ം തീയതി ഉച്ചവർ- ദീർഘിപ്പി 
ടരുന്നതാണ്. 

ന്നും 
3. 1961- ൽ 30...ആക്റi • താൽക്കാലികമായി നേഗതി ചെയ്യണമെന്ന് - 
പസ്തുത ആക്ററിലെ വ്യസ്ഥക, 19 - കൊച്ചു നഗർ കോ.പ്പറേഷനെ 
സംബന്ധിച്ചിടത്തോളം താഴെപ്പറയുന്ന ഭേദഗതികൾക്കും വ ധേയമായി പരബ 
ല്യമുണ്ടായിരിക്കുന്നതാണ്", അതായത് 

( എ ) പുതുതായി തിരഞ്ഞെടുക്കപ്പെടുന്ന കൗൺസിലർമാർക്കും 1978 
.ജൂൺ1 -ാം തീയതി ഉദ്യോഗത്തിൽ പ്രവേശിക്കാവുന്നവിധം സർക്കാർ കൗൺസി 
ലിലേക്ക് തിരഞ്ഞെടുപ്പുകൾ നടത്തിക്കേണ്ടതാണ് ; 

( ബി ) പുതുതായ തിരഞ്ഞെടുക്കപ്പെടുന്ന • കൗൺസിലർമാരുടെ 
ഉദ്യാഗ കാലാവധി, പ്രസ്തുത ആക്റിലെ വ്യവസ്ഥകൾക്ക് വിധേയമായി, 
1983ജൂൺ1 -ാം തീയതി ഉച്ചയ്ക്ക് അവസാനിക്കുന്നതാണ് ; 

, "( സി ) യറുടേയും ഡെപ്യൂട്ടി മേയറുടെയും തിരഞ്ഞെടുപ്പ്, 1978 
ജൂൺ1 -ാം തീയതിക്കു ശേഷമുള്ളകാസിലിന്റെ ( പഥമ യോഗത്തിൽവെച്ച് 
നടനും 0 രാ സ്ററാൻഡിംഗ് കമ്മിററിയുടേയും 

ചെയർമാൻറ 
തിരയെടുപ്പ് മേയറുടെ തിരക്കെടുപ്പിനുശേഷമുളള അങ്ങനെയുളള കമ്മിററി 
യുടെപ്രഥമ യോഗത്തിൽവെച്ച് നടത്തേണ്ടതുമാകുന്നു ; 

( ഡി) ഉയരുടെയോ അഥവാ ഡപ്യൂട്ടി മേയറുടെയോ യാതൊരു 
തിരഞ്ഞെടുപ്പും കേരള മുനിസിപ്പൽ കോർപ്പറേഷനുകൾ ( ദഗതി) ഓർഡി 
നൻസ്, 1977 (1977- ലെ 22 ) 3 -ാം വകുപ്പുകൂല്, ഭേദഗതി പയത (പകാരമുള 
പ്രസ്തുത ആക്റ്ററിലെ 28 -ാം വകുപ്പുവഴി ആവശ്യപ്പെടുന്ന പ്രകാരം 1918 
ഫെബ്രുവരി 1 -ാം തീയതിക്കു ശേഷമുളള കൗൺസിലിന്റെ പ്രഥമ യോഗം 
ത്തിൽവെച്ചു നടത്താൻ പാടുളളതല്ല . 

4. റാക്കലും സംരക്ഷിക്കുലു ..--(1) കേരള മുനിസിപ്പൽ കോർപ്പറേ 
ഷനുകൾ ( Cs3ഗതി) പാരഡിനൻസ്, 1978 (1978 - ലെ "8. ഇതിനാൽ 8 °ദാക്കി 
യിരിക്കുന്നു . 

(2 ) അങ്ങ നെ റദ്ദാക്കിയിരുന്നാലും, പ്രസ്തുത കാർഡിനൻസിൻ 
കീഴിലോ അഥവാ പ്രസ്തുത കാർഡിന് സ്വഴി രൂപഭേദപ്പെടുത്തിയിപകാ 
മുള പ്രസ്തുത ആക്റിൻ കീഴിലാ പെയ്ത എന്തെങ്കിലും • കാര്യമാ 
അഥവാ എടുത്ത ഏതെങ്കിലും നട പടിയോ, അത് സംഗ ി പോലെ, . ഈ 
ആക്ററിൽ കിട്ടി ... അഥവാ ഭാ ആ കറുവഴി രൂപപ്പെടുത്തിയ പകാര 
മുളള :: സ്തുത ആക "ററിൻ കീഴിലാം ചെയ്തതായോ അഥവാ എടുത്തതായോ 
കരുതപ്പെടേണ്ടതാണ്, 


ി , പി . കരുമാറ്റ 
sp.zീകൾമഹാഡ് 18ാൻ ലോറർ 
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Section ti 


കേരള സർക്കാർ 


നീയം ( ലെജ - സി ) വകുപ്പ് 


വീഴാപനം 


th ർ 2556-3/ ലെ . സി 2 /78 / ലം . തിരുവനന്തപുരം, 1978 മാർച്ച് 18 . 

1899 ഫാൽഗുനം 27 . 
കേരള സംസ്ഥാന നിയമസഭയുടെതാഴെപ്പറയുന്ന കാഴ്ച പൊതുജനങ്ങ 
ളുടെ അറിവിനായി ഇതിനാൽ പസി89ധപ്പെടുത്തുന്നു . നിയമസഭ പാസ്സ. 
ക്കിയ പ്രകാരമുളള ബില്ലിന് 1978 മാർച്ച് 13 -ാം തീയതി ഗവർണ്ണറുടെ 
അനുമതി ലഭിച്ചു . 


ാവർക്കറുടെഉത്തരവു പ്രകാരം, 

കെ . വിശ്വനാഥൻ നായർ, 
നിയമവകുപ്പു അഡീഷണൽ സെക്രട്ടറി. 


1978 - ലെ 11-ം ആക്റ് 
കോഴിക്കോട്മുനിസിപ്പൽ കോർപ്പറേഷൻ (പുനസംഘട പ്പിക്കുന്ന 

തിനുളള സമയം നീട്ടൽ) ദഗതി ആക്റ്, 198 


1976- ലെ കോഴിക്കോട് മുനിസിപ്പൽ കോർപ്പറേഷൻ (പുനഃസംഘടിപ്പി 
ക്കുന്നതിനുളള സമയം നീട്ടൽ) ആകംകുറം വീണ്ടും ഭേദഗതി ചെയ്യുന്നതിനുളള 
ഒരു ആകാറ്. 

പീലിക്. -- 1976- ലെ കോഴിക്കോട് , മുനിസിപ്പൽ കോ ർ പ റ ഷ ൻ 
പുനസംഘടിപ്പിക്കുന്നതിനുളള , സമയം നീട്ടൽ) " ആ കററ് ഇതിനുശേഷം 
കാണുന്നആവശ്യങ്ങൾക്കായി വീണ്ടും ഭേദഗതി ചെയ്യുന്നത് യുക്തമായിരി 
ക്കയാൽ; 

ഇൻഡ്യൻ റിപ്പബ്ലിക്കിന്റെ ഇരുപത്തി ഒൻപതാ, സംവൽസരത്തിൽ താഴെ 
പ്പറയും പ്രകാരം നിയമമുണ്ടാക്കുന്നു : 

:: -1 . ചുരുക്കപ്പേരും ആരംഭവും, --- (1 ) ആക്ററിന് : കോഴിക്കോട 
മുനിസിപ്പൽ കോർപ്പറേഷൻ (പുനഃസംഘടിപ്പിക്കുന്നതിനും സമയം നീട്ടൽ) 
ഭേദഗതി ആക്റ്റ്1978, എന്ന് പേർ പറയാം. 

( 2 ) ഇത് 1978 ജനുവരി 31 -ാം തീയതി , പ്രാബല്യത്തിൽ വന്നതായി 
കരുതപ്പെടേണ്ടതാകുന്നു . 
ൽ . 585 , 


ഈ 


2. 3 -ാം വകുപ്പിന്റെ ഭേദഗതി . - 1976.ലെ കോഴിക്കോട്: മുനിസിപ്പൽ 
" കോർപ്പറേഷൻ (പുനഃസംഘടിപ്പിക്കുന്നതിനുളള സമയം നീട്ടൽ) ആക്റ 
(1977 - ലെ 3) ( ഇതിനുശേഷം പ്രധാന ആക്ററ് എന്നാണ് പറയപ്പെടുക) 3 -ാം 
വകുപ്പിൽ - 

( എ ) (1) • ( 2) -ം ഉപവകുപ്പുകളിൽ, 1978 ഫെബ്രുവരി 1 -ാം തീയതി 
എന്ന അക്കങ്ങൾക്കും, അക്ഷരങ്ങൾക്കും, വാക്കുകൾക്കും പകരം, "1978 ജൂൺ 
1 -ാം തീയതി എന്ന അക്കങ്ങളും, അക്ഷരങ്ങളും, വാക്കുകളും ചേർക്ക 
ഇതാണ്; 

"( ബി ) (3) -Oം ഉപവകുപ്പി ൽ, "1983 ഫെബ്രുവരി 1 -ാം തീയതി എന്ന 
അക്കങ്ങൾക്കും, അക്ഷരങ്ങൾക്കും, വാക്കുകൾക്കും പകരം 1983 ജൂൺ1 -ാം 
തീയതി എന്ന അക്കങ്ങളും, അക്ഷരങ്ങളും, വാക്കുകളുംചേർക്കേണ്ടതാണ്. 

3. റദ്ദാക്കലും സംരക്ഷിക്കലും.- (1) കോഴിക്കോട് മുനിസിപ്പൽ 
കോർപ്പറേഷൻ . (പുനഃസ്. ഘടിപ്പിക്കുന്നതിനുളള സമയം നീട്ടൽ) ഭേദഗതി 
ഓർഡിനൻസ്, 1978 (1978- ലെ 7) ഇതിനാൽ റ8 °ദാക്കിയിരിക്കുന്നു ., 

(2) അങ്ങനെ റദ്ദാക്കിയിരുന്നാലും, പ്രസ്തുത ഓർഡിനൻസുമൂലം 
s ദഗതിചെയ്ത ഉപകാരമുളള (പധാന , ആക്ററി ൻ കീഴിൽ ചെയ്ത എന്തെ 
ങ്കിലും കാര്യമോ എടുത്ത ഏതെങ്കിലും നടപടിയോ ഈ ആക്ററുമൂലം ഭേദഗതി 
ചെയത ( പകാരമുളള പ്രധാന ആക° ററിൻ കീഴിൽ ചെയ്തിട്ടുളളതാ എടുത്തി 
ട്ടുളളതോആയി കരുതപ്പെടേണ്ടതാകുന്നു . 


റ്റിങ്ങർ ) 


എ . പി , പരുമായ , 
അഡീഷണൽചെഡ് ടാൻസലോക്കൽ , 
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Section in 


കരള സർക്കാർ 


നിയമ ( നിയമനിർമ്മാണം- സി ) വകുപ്പ് 


വിജ്ഞാപനം 


|Att 


നമ്പർ 2556- ലെജ . ( സി ) 2|78| ലാ , തിരുവനന്തപുരം, 1978 മാർച്ച് 18 

1899 ഫാൽഗുനം 21 . 
: കേരള സംസ്ഥാന നിയമസഭയുടെ താഴെപ്പറയുന്ന ആക്ററ് പൊതു 
ജനങ്ങളുടെ അറിവിലേയ്ക്ക് ഇതിനാൽ പ്രസിദ്ധപ്പെടുത്തുന്നു . നിയമസം 
പാസാക്കിയ പ്രകാരമുളള് ബില്ലിന് 1978 മാർച്ച് 18 -ാം ദിവസം ഗവർണ്ണറുടെ 
അനുമതി ലഭിച്ചു . 


ഗവർണ്ണറുടെഉത്തരവുപകാരം, 

കെ . വിശ്വനാഥൻ നായർ, 
നിയമവകുപ്പ് അഡീഷണൽ സെക്രട്ടറി 


1978 - ലെ 9 -ാം ആക്റ് 


കേരള മുനിസിപ്പൽ കൗൺസിലുകൾ (കൗൺസിലർമാരുടെഉദ്യാഗ 

കാലാവധി ദീർഘിപ്പിക്ക ൽ ആക്ററ്, 1978 


ചങ്ങനാശ്ശേരിയും തി രൂ രും 

മുനിസിപ്പാലിററികളൊഴികെയുളള 
മുനിസിപ്പാലിററികളിലെ കൗൺസിലർമാരുടെ ഉദ്യോഗകാലാവധി വീണ്ടും 
ദീർഘിപ്പിക്കുന്നതിന് . വ്യവസ്ഥ ചെയ്യുന്നതിനുളള ഒരു ആക്ററ്: 
പീഠിക, "ച ആ നാ ശ് ശേ രി യും തിരൂരും 

മുനി സി പ്പാ ലി ററി 
കളൊഴികെയുളള മുനിസിപ്പാലിററികളിലെ കൗൺസിലർമാരുടെ ഉദ്യോഗ 
കാലാവധി വീണ്ടും ദീർഘിപ്പിക്കുന്നതിന് വ്യവസ്ഥ ചെയ്യേണ്ടത് യുക ത 
മായിരിക്കുകയാൽ ; 

ഇൻഡ്യൻ റിപ്പബ്ലിക്കിന്റെ ഇരുപത്തൊൻപതാം സംവൽസരത്തിൽ താ 
പറയും പ്രകാരം നിയമമുണ്ടാക്കുന്നു: 
1. ചുരുക്കപ്പേരും പാരംഭവും. - (1) ഈ ആക്ററിന് 

കരള 
മുനിസിപ്പൽ കൗൺസിലുകൾ (കൗൺസിലർമാരുടെ ഉദ്യോഗ , കാലാവധി 
ദീർഘിപ്പിക്കൽ) ആക്ററ്, 1978 എന്ന പേർ പറയാം. 

(2) ഇത് 1978 ജനുവരി 31 -ാം ദിവസം പ്രാബല്യത്തിൽ * വന്നതായി 
കരുതേണ്ടതാണ്. 
G. 584. 


2 മുനിസിപ്പൽ കൗൺസിലർമാരുടെ ഉദ്യാഗ കാലാവധി ദീർഘി 
പ്പിക്കൽ - 1960 - ലെ കേരള മുനിസിപ്പാലിററി ആക്ററിൽ (1961- ലെ 14 ) 
എന്തു തന്നെ അടങ്ങിയിരുന്നാലും, പ്രസ്തുത ആക്ററിൻ കീഴിൽരൂപീകരിച്ച 
ചങ്ങനാശ്ശേരിയും തിരൂരും മുനിസിപ്പാലിററികൾ 

ഒഴികെയുളള 
ാല്ലംമുനിസിപ്പാലിററികളിലേയുംകൗൺസിലർമാരുടെ1978 

. ഫെബ്രുവരി 
1-9 . ദിവസംഅവസാനിക്കുന്നഉദ്യോഗ കാലാവധി, 1978 ജൂൺ1 -ാം ദിവസം 
ഉച്ചവരെ ദീർഘിക്കുന്നതാണ്. 

3. റ8 °ദാക്കലും ഒഴിവാക്കലും.- (1 ) കേരള മുനിസിപ്പൽ കൗൺസിലുകൾ 
(കൗൺസിലർമാരുടെഉദ്യോഗ കാലാവധി ദീർഘിപ്പിക്കൽ) ഓർഡിനൻസ്, 
1978 (1978- ലെ 5 ) ഇതിനാൽ റദ്ദാക്കിയിരിക്കുന്നു . 

(2) അങ്ങനെ റ 8 °ദാക്കിയിരുന്നാൽ തന്നെയും, പ്രസ്തുത ഓർഡി 
നൻസിൻ കീഴിൽ ചെയ്തതെന്തെങ്കിലുമോ എടുത്ത ഏതെങ്കിലും നടപടിയോ 
ഈ ആക്ററ് പകര, ചെയ്തതോ 

എടുത്തതാ ആയി കരുതപ്പെടുന്ന 
മാണ 


( ശിത്തർജ്ജം) 


പി , ഗോപിനാഥപിളള, 
ഹം (ലാൻസ്ലേറ്റർ; 


Section iii 
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கேரள அரசு 
சட்டம் ( சட்டமியற்றல்- சி ) துறை 

அறிவிக்கை 


* எண் . 16953-4 சட்டமியற்றல் ( சி ) 2 / 77/ சட்டம் . 

1977 அக்டோபர் 31 
திருவனந்தபுரம் , 

1899 கார்த்திகா 9 
1977 அக்டோபர் 30- ம் நாளன்று ஆளுநரால் விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்யப் 
பட்ட பின்வரும் அவசரச் சட்டம் பொதுத் தகவலுக்கென இதன் மூலம் பிரசுரம் : 
செய்யப்படுகின்றது . 

ஆளுநரின் ஆணைப்படி , 
கெ . விஸ்வநாதன் நாயர் , 
சட்ட இணைச் செயலாளர் . 


The Kerala Municipal Councils(Extensions of Term of office . 

of Councillors ) Ordinance, 1977 

1977 - ன் அவசரச் சட்டம் எண் 23 
1977- ன் கேரள நகராட்சி மன்றங்கள் ( கவுன்சிலர்களின் பதவிக்காலம் 
நீட்டுதல் ) அவசரச் சட்டம் 

இந்தியக் குடியரசின் இருபத்தெட்டாவது வருடத்தின் கேரள ஆளுநரால் 
விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்யப்பட்டது . சங்கனாசேரி, புனலூர் மற்றும் திரூர் 
நகராட்சிகள் தவிர பிற நகராட்சிகளின் கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக்காலத்தினை 
மேலும் நீட்டுவதற்கு வகை செய்வதற்கான ஒரு அவசரச் சட்டம் . 

தோற்றுவாய்.-- 1976 - ன் கேரள நகராட்சி மன்றங்கள் (கவுண்சிலர்களின் 
பதவிக்காலத்தினை நீட்டுதல்) சட்டத்தின் ( 1976 - ன் 48 ) பிரிவு 2 - ன் மூலம் 
புனலூர் , சாலக்குடி , திரூர் மற்றும் மலப்புறம் நகராட்சிகள் அல்லாத கேரள 
மாநிலத்திலுள்ள எல்லா நகராட்சிக் கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக்காலம் 1977 
* நவம்பர் முதல் நாள் வரை நீட்டப்பட்டுள்ளதாலும்: -- 

1976 - ன் சாலக்குடி மற்றும் மலப்புறம் நகராட்சி மன்றங்கள் ( கவுண்சிலர் 
களின் பதவிக்காலத்தினை நீட்டுதல்) சட்டத்தின் ( 1977 - ன் 5 ) பிரிவு 2 - ன் மூலம் 
சாலக்குடி, மற்றும் மலப்புறம் நகராட்சிக்கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக்காலம் 1977 
நலம்பர் முதல் நாள் வரை நீட்டப்பட்டுள்ளதாலும் : - , 

1978 பெப்ருவரி முதல் நாளன்று புதிதாகத் தேர்ந்தெடுக்கப்பட்ட கவுண் 
சிலர்கள் அலுவலில் புகுவதற்கு ஏற்றவகையில் 1978 ஐனுவரி மாதத்தில் திரூர் 
நகராட்சி மன்றம் தவிர கேரளத்திலுள்ள எல்லா நகராட்சி மன்றங்களின் தேர் 
தல்களை நடத்த உத்தேசிக்கப்பட்டிருப்பதாலும், 

G , 16/V : 
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புதிதாகத் தேர்ந்தெடுக்கப்பட்ட கவுண்சிலர்கள் பதவி ஏற்பதுவரைக்கும்; 
சங்கனாசேரி, புனலூர் மற்றும் திரூர் நகரமன்றங்கள் அல்லாத மாநிலத்திலுள்ள 
எல்லா நகராட்சி மன்றக் கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக்காலத்தினை மேலும் நீட்டுவது 
தேவையென்று கருதப்பட்டுள்ளமையாலும் , 

கேரள மாநில சட்டமன்றப்பேரவை கூட்டத்தொடரில் இல்லாததாலும் , 
உடனடி நடவடிக்கை எடுக்கத்தேவையான சூழ் நிலைகள் நிலவிலுள்ளன 
கேரள ஆளுநர் திருப்தியுறுவதாலும், 

இப்போது , எனவே , இந்திய அரசியலமைப்பின் . விதி 213- ன் உட்பிரிவு 
( 1 -ஆல் வழங்கப்பட்ட அதிகாரங்களைப் பிரயோகித்து பின் வரும் அவசரச் 
சட்டத்தினை விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்ய கேரள ஆளுநர் மனமுவந்துள்ளார் : 

1. சுருக்கத் தலைப்பு.-- இந்த அவசரச் சட்டம் 1977 - ன் கேரள நகராட்சி 
மன்றங்கள் (கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக்காலத்தினை, நீட்டுதல் ) அவசரச் சட்டம் 
என அழைக்கப்படலாம் , 

2. நகராட்சிக்கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக்காலத்தினை நீட்டுதல்.- 1960- ன் , 
கேரள நகராட்சிகள் சட்டத்தில் ( 1961 - ன் 14 ) அடங்கியுள்ள எதுவும் எவ்வாறி 
ருப்பினும் , இச்சட்டத்தின் கீழ் அமைக்கப்பட்டதும் 1977 நவம்பர் முதல் நாள் 
முடிவடைகின்ற சங்கனாச்சேரி , புனலூர் மற்றும் திரூர் நகராட்சிகளைத் தவிரவுள்ள 
எல்லா நகர மன்றக் கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக்காலம் 1978 பெப்ருவரி முதல் நாள் 
மத்தியானம் வரை நீட்டப்படுகிறது . 

ஜோதி வெங்கட்செல்லம் , 

ஆளுநர் , 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Abstract 
GENERAL EDUCATION - KERALA EDUCATION RULES — AMENDMENT 

TO CHAPTER XIV A ) - ISSUED 


GENERAL EDUCATION (1) DEPARTMENT 
G. O. ( P ) 38 /78/G.Edn . Dated , Trivandrum , 31st March 1978 . 


Read :-1. Letter No. H2-157830/77 dated 17-1-1978 from the 

Director of Public Instruction , Trivandrum . 


NOTIFICATION 
S , R. 0 , No. 400/78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 36 of the Kerala Education Act, 1958 (6 of 1959) the Government 
of Kerala hereby make the following amendment to the Kerala Education 
Rules, 1959, namely : 

AMENDMENT 

: (No. 4/78) 
In the said Rules, in Chapter XIV ( A ) in rule 6 , after sub -rulc (a ) the 
following explanation shall be added , namely: 

" Explanation :-Broken perioda of duty within a continuous period of 
two years can be reckoned for calculating the one year duty period . The 
manager is competent to declare the probation with retrospective effect 
from the date on which the person concerned is found eligible / suitable for 
declaration of completion of probation " 


By order of the Governor, 

R. C. CHOUDHURY, 
Additional Secretary . 

{ P. T. o .) 
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Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notific tion , but is intended to indicate 
its ge eral purport) . 

At present there is no specific provision in . he Rules as to whether 
broken periods of duty within a Cantinuous period of two ye.rs can be 
reckoned for calculat ng the one year duty period and whether prubatın 
can be declared with retrospective effect . It hay.now een dec ded to 
incorpo ate clear provisions in the Rules in this regard . Hence this 
amendment . 


то 


The Director of Public Instruction, Trivandrum 
The Regional Deputy Directors of Public Instruccion 
The.District Educational Officers 

Through D.P.I. 
The Assistant Educational Officers 
The Accountant G neral, nerala , Trivandrum 
The Advocate General, Ernakulam 
The Finance Department 
All Officers and Sections of General Education Department 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing (F ). Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. G. O. (Rt.) 657 /78 L & H . 

Datu , Toivandrum 20th Abril 1978 . 
8. R. O. No.421 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sections 
88 and 91-A of the Employees State Insurance Act, 1918 (Central 
Act 34 of 1948 ), the Government of Kerala hereby exempt the regular 
employees transferred from Kerala Fisheries Corporation to the Fisheries 
Department from the provisions of the said Act with effect from 20-8-1977 
subject to the following conditions, tamely : 

1. The aforesaid establishment wherein the employees are employed 
shall maintain a register showing the names and designations of the 
employees exempted ; 

2. Notwithstanding this exemption , the employees shall continue to 
receive such benefits under the said Act to which they might have become 
entitled to on the basis of the contributions paid prior to the date from 
which exemption granted by this notification operates; 

3. The contribution for the exempted period , if already paid, sball 
not be refunded ; 

4. The employer of the said establishment shall submit in respect 
of the period during which that establishment was subject to the operation 
of the said Act (hereinafter referred to as the said period ), such returns 
in such form and containing such particulars as were due from it in 
respect of the said period under the Employees State Insurance (General) 
Regulations, 1950 ; 

5 Any Inspector appointed by the Corporation under subsection (1) 
of section 45 of the said Act, or other official of the Corporation authorised 
in this behalf shall, for the purposes of 

( ) verifying the particulars contained in any return submitted 
under subsection (1) of section 44 of the said Act; or 

( ii ) ascertaining whether registers and records were maintained 
as required by the Employees State Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950 
for the said period, or 

(iii) ascertaining whether the employees continue to be entitled to 
the benefits provided by the employer in cash and kind being benefits in 
consideration of which exemption is being granted under this notification ; or 
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(a) it 


to 


as he 


(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the Act had 
been complied with during the period when such provisions were in force 
in relation to the said concern be empowered to : 

require the principal or immediate employer to furnish 
him such information 

may consider 
necessary ; or 
(b ) enter any factory, establishment, office or other premises 

occupied by such principal or immediate employer at 
any reasonable time and require any person found 
in charge thereof to produce to such Inspector or other 
official and allow him to examine such documents, 
books and other documents relating to the employment 
of persons and payment of wages or to furnish to 

him such information as he may consider necessary ; or 
(c) examine the principal or immediate employer, his agent 

or servant, or any person found in such factory, establish 
ment, office or other premises, or any person whom the 

said Inspector or other official has reasonable cause to 
.... believe to have been an employee ; or 
(d ) make copies of or take extracts from any register, account 

book or other documents maintained in such factory , 
establishment, office or other premises. 

By order of the Governor, 

J. S. BADHAN , 

Secretary . 
Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification but is intended to indicate 
its general purport). 

The Director of Fisheries has requested Government to exempt the 
regular employees transferred from Kerala Fisheries Corporation to Fisheries 
Department from the coverage of Employees State Insurance Act, sinco 
they are governed by Kerala Service Rules . Government decided to 
exempt them from the provisions of the Employees State Insurance Act, 
1948 with effect from 20-8-1977 i. e . the date of Issue of orders in G. 0 . 
(Ms) 105 /77 /Dev . Department The notification is intended to achieve this 
purposes. 


Section 1v 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing (F ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G : O. Rt. 671 /78 / L & H . 

Dated , Trivandram , 22nd April 1978 . 
S. R. O. No. 402/78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
112 read with subsection (2) of section 66 of the factories Act, 1948 
( Central. Act 63 of 1948 ), in the place of rule III of the Kerala Factories 
Rules, 1957 which has ceased to be in force by efflux of time as laid down in 
sub section (3). of the said section 66 , the Government of Kerala hereby 
make the following amendment to the Kerala Factories Rules, 1957, the 
same having been previously published as required by section 115 of tho 
said Act . 


AMENDMENT 

[Rule prescribed under Section 66 (2) ] 
111. - Exemption to women working in fish curing and fish canning or fish fruee 
ing factories: --All women working in fish curing, fish canning or fish freezing 
faetoriesshall be exempted from he provisions of subsection (1) of section 66 , 
subject to the following conditions: 

( 1) No women shall be employed before 6 a. m . or after 7 p . m . for 
more than three days in any one week. The number of days on which a 
woman may be so employed shall not exceed ninety in a year . 

(2 ) Women may be employed after 4 p . m . only if the Occupier of 
the factory provides free transport facilities to the women workers to return 
to their homes after night work . 

(3 ) A period of uninterrupted rest of at least nine hours shall 
intervene between the cessation of a period of work after 7 p. m . on any 
day and the beginning of a fresh period of work on the following day. 


By order of the Governor, 

J.S. BADHAN , 
Secretary . 

( T. O. ) 


G. 712 . 


Explanatory Noto 
( This does not form part of the notification , but is intended to indicato 
general purport). 

This notification is intended to exempt the women employed in fish 
curing or fish canning factories from the General provision of Factories Act 
that no women shall be employed in any factory except between the hours 
of 6 a. m . and 7 p . m . This is to prevent damage to or deterioration in 
any raw material in these factories . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing ( F ) Department 

NOTIFICATIONS 


No. 12748 /F1/78/L & H . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 12th April 1978 . 

(0) 
S. R. O. No 403/78. - In exercise of the powers conferred By sub 
section ( 1) of section 8 of the Factories Act, 1918 (Cer tral Act 63 ( f 1948 ) 
the Government of Kerala hereby appoint Sri K. Bhaskaran , Inspector 
of Factories, Kundara to be an Inspect r for the purioses of the said Act 
with jurisdiction over the Kundara Factory Division, Vice Sri 
P. S. Sukumaran tra sterred as Inspector of Factories, Office of the Special 
Officer for C.shew in ustry , Quilon . 


S R.O. No. 404 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section (1) of section 8 of the Factor ics Act, 1948 (Central Act 63 of 1948), 
the Government of Kerala hereby appoint Sri T. Kesavan , Additional 
Inspector of Factories, Palghat to be an Inspector for the purposes of the 
said Act with jurisdiction over the Palghat Factory Division , vice . Sci 
T. P. Mohammed retired on superannlation . 

By order of the Governor, 

J. S. BADHAN , 

Secretary. 
Explanatory Note 
(This does not form part of the notification but is intended to indicate 
Its general purport) . 

The Chief Inspector of Factories and Boilers, have ordered certain 
transfers and pris ings of the fficers due to the retireme.it of Sri 
T. P.Mohammed on public in crest, I he above notifications are to enable 
the officers transferred and posted to discharge their statutory duties under 
the Factories Act, 1948 . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Water and ( Transport - B) Department 

ORDER 
No. 6565/TB1/78 /W & T . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 10th April 1978 . 
S. R. O. No. 405 /78. - Under the second proviso to clause (ü ) of sub 
rule (1 ) of rule 329 of the Kerala Motor Vehicles Rules, 1961 the Govern 
ment of Kerala hereby relax the conditions regarding seating capacity pies 
scribed under clause (ii) of sub-rule ( 1) of rule 329B ofthe said Rules in 
respect of the two standard 20 Vans belonging to the Kerala Tourism 
Development Corporation Limited , Trivandrum the details of which are 
furnished below : 


Driver) 


DETAILS OF VEHICLES 
1. Registration Number KRT 5322 

KRT 5323 
2. Engine Number SD 3099 

S.D. 3047 
3 . Chassis Number 

849:-D 

8483 - D 
Overall Length 

1737/8 " . 

173 7/8 " 
Overall Width 

77.5 " 

77.5 " 
6. Seating Capacity • 12 (including 12 ( including 

Driver) 

By order of the Governor, 

M.K. BHASKARAN , 

Additional Secretary . 
Explanatory Note 
( This is not part of the notification but is intended to bring out the main 
purport.) 

The Kerala Tourism Development Corporation has purchased two vans 
for the conveyance of tourists . These vans come under the category of 
Omnibus . In order to make these vehicles eligible for tourist permits 
they have to be exempted from seating capacity and the Government have 
decided accordingly , This notification is intended to achieve the object. 


9 


G. 676 


Kerala Gazette No. 19 dated 9th May 1973 . 
PARTI 


Section iv 


GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing (F ) Department 

NOTIFICATIOX 
No. 18317,F1/77 ;L & H . 

Daled , Trivandrum; 24th A n ! 1972 
S.R.O. No. 406/78 . The following draft of certain amendments to 
the nea a Factories Rules, 1957 which ihe Government of Kerala p opose 
to make , in exercise of the powers conferred hy section 87 read with s cuiin 
112 of the fact ries Act, 1918 Central Act 63 of 1918 ), is hereby published 
as required by seccion 115 of th : said Act. 

Notice is hereby gi en that the said draft will be taken up for consider 
ation on or after 25-7.1978 à y objection or suggestin which may be 
received from any pe son in respect ot lie sait drali on or bel re the date 
specified above will be considered by the vernment . Objections and 
suggestist s, if any, shall be addressed to the Secretary to Government, 
Labour Department, Government Secretariat, Trivandrum , 


DRAFT AMENDMENT 
In the said rules 

(i) in sub -rule (1) of rúle 122 , after item 25 , the following item shall 
be added as item 26 , nainely : 

* 26 . Process of Exıracting Oils and . Fats trom Vegetable and Animal 
Sources in solvent Extraction Plants " 

( ii) after schedule X..V, the following schedules shall be added 
namely: 

Schedule . XXVI 
PROCESS OF EXTRACTING OILS AND FATS FROM VEGETABLE AND 

ANIMAL SOURCES IN SOLVENT EXTRACTION PLANTS 
1. Definitions. For the purpose of this schedule , - . 

(a ) “ Solvent extraction Plant" means a plant in which the process 
of extracting oils and fats from Veg table and anjinal sources by use of 
so vents is carried on . 

(b ) " Solvent" means an inflammable liquid such as pentene hexane 
and heptane used for the recovery of vegetable oils . 

G.711. 


(c) “ Flame- Proof" enclosure as arplied to electrical machinery or 
apparatus means in en losire that will withstand , when ccvers or other 
Biress doors arr properly secured , an ntern - 1 explosition of the flammable 
gas or vapor which may enrror whi h may ori inate nside the encl. sure 
without- suttering damage and without communicating int- rnal inflamma. 
tion (or explosicion) to the external Hammable gas or vapour. 

(a ) " Competen Person" for the ruipo e of this schedule shall be 
at least a member of th : Ir stivuin of Enyi cer . (India ) or an A soriate 
memb r of the siid Instirution ith 10 yea s exp -rience in a res, onsible 
position as may be approved by the Cief Inspector : 

Prov ded that a graduate in Mechanical Engineering or Chemical 
Technology withip cirlised knowledge of oils and f ts and with a minimum 

exerience of 5 years in a so vent extraction plant shall also be considered 
. to be a competent person : 

Provited furiher that the State Government mav accept any other 
qualifications, if, in its o inion , th y are equivalent to the qual.fications 
e fortsa.d . 

2. Çoca ion ond Lay Ou .- (a) No solvent extraction plant shall be 
permitido be constructsextended to within a distance of 3 ) meiros 
from the n - arest residential localı y : 

(b ) A 1.5 metre-high -continu us-wir -fenc ng shall b provided 
around ih- solvent extraction plant, p to a minimum di tance if 15 metres 
from the plant. 

( c) No person shall be allowed to carry any matches or an open 
flame or fire inside the arca bound by the fencing . 

: (d). Biler houses and oth :r build ngs where open flime processes 
are carrid on stall be located ot last 30 ineres away from the sol ent 
extra tion plant. 

( e ) Ir go -down and preparatory processes are at le s than 50 
metres d s an e from the solvent ex raction plan , hese shall br at least 
, 15 metres distance fom the plant, ania.c ntinuous burrier wall of non . 
Campustible material 1.5 m - ties high shall be rectid at a distance of nt 
1.ss ihan 15 metres from the solvent.xtration pla t so that it extends to 
at leas 30 metres of vapour travel around its end Irom the plant to tac 
possible sources of igninon . 

3 . El«ct ical Installations.- (a ) A l ele trical motors and wiring and 
other electrical equipment in talled or housed in solvi ut extraction plant 
sha.l be of Haue-vloof onduct on . 

(b). All m .tal paris of the lant and bui ding including various 
tank and cita ers wher so vents are stored or are p esent and all parts of 
electrical equipri ent not required to be in rgised hall le projerly bound d . 
tog ther and connected to earth so as to avoit accidental rise in the ele. 
cirical potential of such parts abuve the earth potential. 
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4 . Restriction on Smoking. - Smoking shall be strictly prohibited with a 
15 metres distance from solvent extraction plant. For this purpose, “ No 
"smoking sign bosids shall be p rman - nıly displayed in the area . 
..5 . Prerautions ogainst Friction .-- (a ). All tools and equipment including 
ladders, chains and ot er liftin tuckle required to be used in solvent exfra . 
ction plant shall be of non -sparking type. 

(b ) No machinery or equipment in solvent extraction plant shall be 
belt- driven . 

No person shall be allowed to enter and work in the solvent 
extraction plant, if wearing clothes made of riylon or such o her fibre that 
can generate stati : electrical charge, or wearing foutwear which is likely to 
cause sparks by friction . 

6. Fire Fighting Apparatus.— ( ) Adequa!e num er of partahle fire. 
extinguishers suitille for use against flimm.ble liquid fires shall be provided 
in the solvent extraction plant. 

(b ) An automatic water spray sprinkler system on a wet pipe or 
open -head deluge system with sufficent supply of storage water shall be 
provided over- solvent extraction plant and hroughout the building housing 
such plant. 

7. Precautions against Power Failure.- Provision shall be made for the 
ar tomatic cutting off of steam in the event of power failure and also for 
emergency overheid water-supply fo- feeding water by g avity lo condensers 
which shall come into play aut matically with the power failure . 

8. Magnetic Separators. - Oil cake shall be fed to the exiractor by a 
conveyor through a hopper and a magnetic separator " shall be provided to 
remove any pieces of iron during its transfer. 

Venting:-(a) Tanks containing solvents shall be protec ed with 
emerger cy venting to relieve excessive internal pressu e in the event of fire. 

(b ) All emergency relief vents shall terminate at last 6 metres 
above the ground and be so localed that vapours extraction plant is 
located . 

* 10. Waste Water --Process waste water shall be passed through a flash 
evaporator to remove any solvent brfore it is discharged into a sump which 
shouloie located within the fenced area , but not closer than 8 metres to 
the fence . 

: 11. Ventilation. The solvent extraction plant shall be well vent lated 
and it the plant is housed in a building , the building shall be p.ov ded with 
niechanicalvemilition with povision for at least six air changes per hour . 

· 12. House Keeping:-(a) suivents shall not be stored in an arca 
covered by solvent extraction plant except in small quantities which shall 
be stored in approved safety cans. 

(b ) Waste materials such as oily rags, other wastes and absorbants 
sed tú wij e ott solvent and paints and oils sha l be deposited in approved 
containers and removed from the premises at lçast once a day . 
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(c) Space within the solvent extrac ion plant and within 15 metres 
from the plant shall be kept free ſiom any, combustible materials aud any 
spills of oil o solvent, shall be cleaned up immediately . 

13. Examination and Repairs.- (a ) The solvent Extraction plant shall be 
examined by the cometent person to determine any weakness or corrrsion 
and wear once in every 12 mo ths. Report of such examination shall be 
supplied to the Inspector with his observation as to whether or not the plant": 
is in safe condition 10 work . 

(b ) No repairs shall be carried out to the machinery or plant 
except under the direct supervision of the competent person . 

(c) Facility shall be pr vided for purging the plant w th inert gas 
before opening for cleaning or repairs and Letuie introducing solvent aller 
repairs. 

14. Oderating Personnel . - The operation of the plant and machin -rv in 
the solvent extr.ction pl ,nt shall be in the charge of such duly qualified 
and trained persons s are certified by the competent person to be fit fir 
the purpose and notaer.per: on shall be allowed to operate the plant and 
machinery 

15. Employment of Tomen and Young Persons. - No women or young 
person shall be e nployed in the solvent extraction plants. 

16. Vapour Dtection.A suitable type of flame proof and protahle 
combustible gas indicator shall be povided and maint- ined in gooiworke 
ing order and a sc edule of routing sam , ling of atmosphere at various 
loc it ons as approved by the Chief Inspector shall be drawn out and entered 
in a register maintained for tae pur ose. 

By order of the Governor, 

J. S , BADHAN, 

Secretary. 
Explanatory Note 
(This does not form . part of the notification but is intended to explain 
its general purport. ) 

This apending to the Kerala Factories Rules, 1957 is based on the 
decision of the XX Conference of Chief Inspectors of Factories held at 
Bombay. After discussing the recommenda ion made by the Chiel Inspector 
of Factories, Andhr · Pradesh, the Conference had decided to incorporate 
soch a rule in State Factory Rules. Ths was further discussed in the 25th 
Conference of Chic Inspectors of Factories and desired to incorporate the 
Rules with minor changes. Thi. is inten led to includle in the Ruler The 
proc ss of Extrac ing o ls and Fats from vege able ad Animal sources in 
solvent extraction plants as a dangerous operation and to ensure adequate 
safety and protection to the workers engaged in the process. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Taxes (E ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. (Rt.) 286 /78 / TD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 25th April 1978. 
S. R. O. No. 407178. - In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(a) of subsection (1) of section 9 of the Kerala Stamp. Act, 1959 ( 17 of 
1959 ), the Government of Kerala , being of opinion that it is necessary in 
the public interest so to do , hereby remit the duty with which the instrument 
for the sale of 5.528 hectares of land with the buildings thereon comprised 
in Survey No. 1238 of the Village Vempayam in the taluk of Nedumangad 
in the Trivandrum District to be executed by the Franciscan Brothers in 
favour of the Keral Ecumenical Mission, a charitable society , for the 
establishment of a School and a hospital for the mentally retarded children , 
is chargeable under the said Act. 

By order of the Governor, 

J S. JESUDHASAN , . 

Special Secretary . 
Explanatory Note 
(This does not form part of the notification , but is intended to indicate 
the general purport ). 

The Kerala Ecumenical Mission Mental Hospital is a society registered 
under the Travancore- Cochin Literary , Scientific and Charitable Societies 
Registration Act (Act XII of 1955). The establishment of Mental Hospital 
is the main ativity undertaken by the society. The society has started in 
1974 , a Schol for mentaliy retarded children at Vattapara , Trivandrum and 
this is now housed in a building off red to them , tor use free of rent by the 
Franciscan Brothers. The Archbishop of Trivandrum , who is the President 
of the K rala Ecuarnical Mission has informed Government that for the 
establishment of the said hospital and school, an area of not less than 25 
acres of land is required and that the Franciscau Brothers have agreed to 
give an area of 13.67 acres (5.528 hec ares) of their land in Sy . No. 1238 
of Vempayam Village of Nedumangad Taluk in Trivandrum District for the 
said project at a price of Rs. One lakh . The Archbishop his capacity as 
President of the general council of the Kerala Ecumenical Mission has 
requested that the deed for the transfer of land in favour of the society may 
be exempted from payment of stamp duty. The above notification is 
intended to grant this request made by the Kerala Ecumenical Society, 
Trivand ,um . 


e 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Local Administration and Social Welfare (C ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. MS 85 /? 8 !LA & SWD . 

Dated , Tridandrum , 17th April 1978 . 
s . R. O. No. 408 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by subsection 
(1 ) of section 142 of the Kerala Panchayats Act, 1960 (32 of 1960) 
and at the request of the Pucupariyaram Panchayatcontained in iis resolution 
No. 41 dated the 14th July , 1977, the Government of Kerala hereby declare 
that the provisions of law relating to Municipalities mentioned in the schedule 
below shall be extended to and be in force in the Puthupariyaram Panchayat 
area in Palghat District with effect from 1-4-1978 . 

SCHEDULE 
Chapters IX and X and clauses 3 , 4 , 16. 23, 30, 33, and 39, of 
section 3, sections 347 , 349 to 352, 355 , 359, and 363 to 365 of Kerala 
Municipalities Act, 1960 and the provisions regarding Fenalties specified in 
schedule V ard VI to the above Act for contravention of section 196 , 197 (i) 
202, 204, 205, (5) 207, 209 to 213 215, 216, 218 , to 221, 224 to 1,227 and 
245 and the Kerala Municipal Building Rules, 1968. 

By order of the Governor , 
N. GOPALAKRISHNAN NAIR , 

Special Secre ery. 
Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification but is intended to indicate 
its general purport.) 

Pudupariyaram Panchayat in Palghat District has requested to enforce 
certain provisions of Kerala Municipalities Act, 1960 and Municipal Build 
ing Rules, 1968 to its area . The Director of Panchayats in consultation 
with Chief Town Planner, has recommended the request of the 
Panchayat. In view of the same Government accept the recommendation 
for enforcing the provisions and regulations shown in the schedule as reques 
ted by the Director of Panchayats . This notification is intended to achieve 
the above object. 
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GOVERNMENT OP KERALA 
Laboor and Housing (E ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
.No. (Rt) 584178/L & H . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 11th April 1978 . 
S. R. O. No. 409 78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section (1 juf section 13 of the Emplovees Provident Fui d and Miscellaneous 
l rovisions Act, 193 , (Central A i XIX of 1952), the Government of serala 
hereby appoint Shri P. Bhaskara : to be an I spector for the whole of the 
State of Keralt for the purpse of the said Act and the Scheme framed 
therrunder in rel trion to an stablishment other than ihre belonging to or 
uuder the control of the Central Government or in relation to establishment 
cotinected with a railway company, a major port, a mine or an oil - bield or 
a controlled industry or in clation to an establishment having departments 
or branches in more than one State . 


By order of the Governor, 

J. S. BADHAN , 

Secretary . 
Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification but is intended to indicate 
its general purport.) 

Shri P. Bhaskaran , Upper Division Clerk of hc office of the Regional 
Prov dent Fund Coinmisiouer, Crivardrum tas been appointed as Pruvident 
Fuid las vector Crad : II in that regional offi e ia ſpursuance of the orders 
isrued + y the Central Provident Fund Coumissioner in his letter No. 
Adm (R - 1 ) 7 ( 19 ) 2 145 dated 12-1-1978 and he has assumen charge of the 
post with effect from the FN of 16-1-1978. Hence it has become 
pecessary to appoin him as an Inspector under subsection ( 1) of section 13 
of the tmrloyees Provident Fund and Miscellaneous Provisions Act 1932 , 
having jur di ton over the whole State of Kerala . 

This nou fication is issued tu ach cve the above ubject. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Laboar and Housing( F ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


No. , 17048 /F3/77 / L & H . 

Dat !, Trivandrum , 17th April 1978 . 
S.R.O. No. 410 /78. - In pursuance of sub rule (a ) of rule 35 of the 
Kerala Plantation Labour Rules, 1959, the Government of Kerala hereby 
specify the equipments and drugs mentioned in the schedule annexed hereto 
to be stocked and maintained for each quarter in every Disponsary, Group 
Hospital and Garden Hospital in the Plantations of the State. 
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SCHEDULE 
Name of the Drug Equipment Group Hospital 

Dispensary 
1. Achromycin 

40 capsules 
2. Adexolin Liquid 

5 bottles 

3 bottles 
3. Alcophenicol car drops 

2 

1 
4. Alumag 

300 tablets 150 tablets 
5. Aminophyllin I. V. Inj. 

6 ampoules 
6. Anthisan tablets 

150 tablets 100 
7. Aqua Distillatta , 10 cc. 

100 ampoules 50 ampoules 
8. Aspirin 

1000 tablets 

500 pablets 
9. A.T S. ( Tes /Vac/PTAT) 

4 ampoules 
10. Aureomyoin Eye Ointment 

2 iubes 

1 tube 
11. B - Complex Injection , 10 ml. 20 ottles 10 bottles 
12. Berin tablets 

1000 tablets 500 tablets 
13. Calcium Gluconate Injection -24 ampules 8 am Joules 
14 . Celin 

2000 tablets 1500 tablets 
15 . Chloromate Expectorant , 

1 bottle 

-1 bottle 
16. Chloromycetin 

30 cap ules 
17. Crystalline Penicillin , 10 lacs 100 bottles * 75 bottles 
18 . Deltacortrii 

100 tablets -50 tablets 
19 Digoxin 

50 
20 Drip Glucose with saline 

6 bottles 

3 bottles 
21. Drip Glucose 5 % 

4 

2 
22. Enteroquinol 

400 tables 300 tablets 
23. Esidrex tablets 

30 tablets 
24 . Eersolate 

3000 tablets 2000 tablets 
25. Glucose 25 % 25 cc . 

12 ampoules 6 ampoules 
26. Guanjmycin Sup 

4 bottles 

2 bottles 
G. 673 
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Dispensary 
25 tablets 


.. 
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Name of the Drug Equipment 
27. Largactil 
28. Mersaly 
29. Methergin 
30 Nicotinic Acid 
31 . Orisul 
32 . Ostocalciuin 
33. Paraldehyde 5 cc. 
34 . Phenobarbitone į gr . 
35. Sulphaguanidin tablets 
36. Sulphatriad 
37. Synopen tablets 
38. Do. Injection 
39 . Tedral tablets 
40. Terramycin Paediatric drops 
41. Thalazole 
42. Xylocaine Injection 
43. Yeast 
44 . Dicarbomin 


Group Hospital 
50 tablets 
2 ampoules 

8 ampoules 
100 tablets 
100 
200 

5 ampoules 
150 tablets 
1000 
1200 

" 
50 

5 ampoules 
• 200 tablets 

5 boitles 
300 tablets 
- 2 bottles 
3000 tablets 
100 


4 ampoules 
50 tablets 
100 

5 ampoules 
100 tablets 
500 
500 


) 


30 . 


5 ampoules 
100 tablets 


200 tablets 


2000 tablets 


93 


2 
1 


99 


2 gm . 


gm . 


QUARTERLY SUPPLY OF B.P. MEDICINES TO GROUP HOSPITALS 

AND DISPENSARIES 

Group Hospital Dispensary 
1., Acid Acetyle Salicylic 

2 lb. 

14 lbs. 
2 . Acid Benzoic 

2 oz . 

1 oz . 
3 . Acid Boric Powder 

4 

2 
4.-Acid Salicylin Powder 
5 . Acriflavip 
6 . *Adhesivel plaster 5 cm . 

I toll 

1 roll 
7. Adrenaline Hydrochloride 6 ampoules 4 ampoules 
8 . Ammonium Carb 

1 lb. 

lb. 
9 . Ammonium Chloride 
10. Aqua Menthae pip 
11 , Argyrol solution 

4 OZ : 

4 oz . 
12. Bandage, 
13. Benedict s solution 

I bottle 
14. Calamine preparata 

4 OZ . 

oz . 
15. Chloral Hydras 
16 . Cotton wool 

3 lb. 

3 lbs . 
.17 . Dettol 

4 lit. 

lit. 
18. Emetine Hydrochlor - gr. 36 ampoules 18 ampoules 
19 . Do." 

12 
20 . 

Ferri sulph excicatus 
21 . 

lb. 
Gauze 

1b2 
mtr . 

mtr . 
22. Glycerine 

kg . 

kg . 
23. Glycerine Acid tannic 

oz . 


15. mtr 


12 mtr . 


amthetriothe 


OZ 


Dispensary 

oz . 
4 lb. 


8 07 . 
5 kg. 
4 oz . 


2 oz . 
3 kg . 
2 lit. 

lb. 
1 lb. 
1 lb. 

OZ . 
8. lb. 
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Group Hospital 
24. Glycerine borex 

4 oz . 
25. Kaolin 

4 lb. 
26. Liquid Paraffin 

1 lb. 
27. : Lysol 

8 oz . 
28. Mag . Sulph 

5 kg 
29. Mag . Carb levis 

4 OZ . 
30. Morphia Hydrochlor gr . 3 ampoules 
31. Morphia with atropine 

6 
32. Oloum chenopodium 

2 oz . 
33 . Oloum recinil 

3 kg 
34. Phynyl 

2 lit. 
35 . Potassium bicarb 

1 lb. 
36 . Pottassium bronide 

* lb. 
37. Potassium Citrate 

1b . 
38. Pottassium Iodide 

4 oz . 
39 . Soda Bicarb 

6 lb. 
40. Soda Citras 
41 . Soda Salicylas 

6 
42. Spirit aetheris nitroai 

14 . 
43. Spirit Vin . Methylated 

i lit. 
44. Spirit Ammonium aromatious 

Ib . 
45. Tinct Bolladonnce 

lb. 
46 . Tinct Benzoin Co. 

1 lb. 
47. Tr . Cardamom Co. 

3 Ib . 
48. Tr. Hycoyamas 
49. Tr. Iodine 
50 . Tr . Soillae 

bottle 
51 . Tr . Zingiberis 

2 lbs. 
52. Syrup Entacyl clixie 

8 bottles 
53 . Turpentine 

lit. 
54 . Ung. Hydrarg Oxide flav 

2. dr. 
55 . Ung . Sulphur 

2 Ib . 
56 . Ung . Şinc Oxide 

99 
57 . Vascline yellow 

1 kg 
58 . Vinum ipopac 

1 lb. 
59 . Carbolic Liquid 

2 oz . 
60. Shark Liver Oil 

5 lit. 
61. Tetrachlorathylene 

2 oz . 


lb. 
lb. 


opiedade 
e 
redde 
344 
: 
20 


16 . 


botule 
2 Ibs. 
6 bottles 

lis . 
Z dr . 
2 lbe . 
1 .1 kg. 
1 lb. 
2 oz . 
4 lit. 
2. oz . 


1 


By order of the Governor, 

J. S. BADHAN, 

Secretary. 


Explanatory Note 
According to sub-rule (a) of rule 35 of Kerala . Plantation Labour Rules 
1959 Government have to specify equipınents and drugs to be maintained 
by every dispensary, Garden Hospital and Group Hospital in the Plantations 
in the State. Labour Commissioner has furnished the list for the purpose . 
and Government accept the same, hence the above notification . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Local Administration and Social Welfare (J) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G.O. (MS) 83 /78 /LA & SWD. 

Datsd, Trivandrum , 13th April 1978 . 
S.R.O No. 411/78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d ) 
of subsection (1) ofrection 3 of the Kerala Panchayats Act, 1960 ( 32 of 1960 ) 
the Government of Kerala after having given the Cheruthurithy Panchayat 
a reasonable opportunity for showing cause against the proposal as required 
by the proviso to the said section hereby alter the name of Cheruthurithy 
Panchayat to " Vallattol Nagar Panchayat” with effect from the 1st day of 
April 1978.. 


By order of the Governor, 
N. GOPALAKRISHNAN NAIR , 

Special Secretary. 
Explanatory Note 
(This does not form part of the notification but is intended to indicate 
its general purport). 

The name of Vettikkattiri Railway Station in the Trichur District nas been 
renamed as Vallattol Nagar Railway Station . It has been suggested that 
the name of Cheruthurithy Panchayat may be renamed as Vallattol Nagar 
Panchayat so that the name of the. Railway Station and that of ihe 
Panchayat may be identical. The suggestion is accepted . The notification 
Is intended for the said purpose. 


G.674. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Abstract 
KERALA ANIMAL HUSBANDRY SERVICE - SPECIAL RULES - AMENDED 


AGRICULTURE (ANIMAL HUSBANDRY) DEPARTMENT 
G. 0 ..( P ) No, 4778 /AD . Dated, Trivagdrum , 15th February 1978 , 


NOTIFICATION 
S. R. O. No. 412/78 . In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section (1) of section 2 of the Kerala Public Services Act, 1968 (19 of 1968 ) 
read with section 3 thereof, the Government of Kerala hereby make the 

following further amendments to the Special Gules in respect of the Kerala 
S. Animal Husbandry Service issued under Notification No. G. O. ( P ) 

430 /66 /PD. dated the 5th November 1966 and published in Kerala Gazetta 
No. 46 dated the 22nd November , 1966 , namely : 

AMENDMENTS 
In the said Rules 

(1) in rule 1, after category under . class I, under the heading 
" Branch- 1 (Executive)" , the following category shall be inserted , namely: 

“ Category 4 - Chief Disease Investigation Officer " 

(22 in sub-rule (a) of rule 2, under the heading “ Branch-1 
(Executive)” after category 3 Joint Director Poultry )” in column 2. 
under class 1 and the entries against it in column i3 , the following category 
and entries relating thereto shall be inserted , namely : 
“ 4 . Chief Disease By promotion from the categories under 
Investigation 

class II; 
Officer 

In the absence of suitable hands for p :0 
motion from the categories under class II, 
by promotion from the category under 

class 111 " 
G. 730. 


or 


( 3 ) in the ta Je under sub -rule (b) of rule 4 , under headhg 
" Branch - 1 Executive )” , after post 3, " Joint Director (Poultry)” in 
column ( I) under class i and the entries against it in column (2 ) the follow 
ing.post and entries relating thereo, shall be inserted , namely : - 
* 4 . Chief Disease Post Graduate Degree or. Diploma or 

Investigation advanced training of not less than nine 
Officer. 

months from within India or outside india 
recogised by any of Indian University 
or the Government of 

India or the 
Government of Kerala in any of the 
following Branches: 

(a ) Pathology 
(b ) Bacteriology 
(c ) Virology 
(0) Veterinary Public Health ” 


+ 


By order of the Governor , 
N.KRISHNAN NAIR , 

Additional Secretary, 
Explanatory Note 
( This note is not part of the notification but is intended to indicate its 
general purport) 

The post of Chief Disease Investigation Officer created in the Animal 
Husbandry Department in the grade of Joint Director (Animal Husbandry ) 
has not been included in the special Rules for the Animal Husbandry 
Service . Tre qualifica ion and method of appointment etc. for the post 
have to be fixed and included in the Special Rules by suitable amendments 
for making regular appointment. This , notification is intended to achieve 
the abo : c object . 
Το 

The Director of Animal Husbandry 
The Secretary, Kerala Public Service Commission , Trivandrum 

(with C. L.) 
The General Administration (Rules) Department 
The Accountant General 
The General Administration (Services B ) Department 
The Secretary to Governor 
The Private Secretaty to Minister (AH ) 
Steno to Additional Secretary (AH ) 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA . 
Revenue ( R ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G.O. Ms. No. 442/ 78 /RD. 

Daled , Trivandrum , 31st March 1978 .. 
S. R. O. No. 414/78 - In exercise of the p wers conferred hy section 
12 of the Kerala Debt Relic Act, 1977 (17 of 19 7), the Government of 
Kerala hereby make the following rules, namely :-- 


boorte 30 ye . - RULES 

1. Short title and commencement .- (1) " These rules may be called the 
Kerala Debt Relief Rules, 1978 . 

(2) . They shall come into force at once . 

2. Definitions - In these rules, unless the context otherwise 
requires : 

, 
" Act means the Kerala Debt Relief Act, 1977 (17 of 1977) ; 
(b) Form means a form appended to these rules ; 
(€ ) Section means section of the Act : 

DU 
3. Application for reconveyance of property :-(1) , Applicati n under 
subsection (1) of section 4 shall be m.de in Form 1 in dupl caic and 
shall be presented in person by the ar plicant of his au h rised agent : 
(a) in the tase of an application in ro pect of immovable property , *** 

to the Tribunal having , jurisdiction over tho arca in which 
such property is situate ; 

Provided that if ruch immovable property lies within the 
jurisdiction ofmore than one Tribunal, the application shall 
3 be made to the Tribunalwithin whose jurisdict.on the major 

portion of the property lies.; " and 
(b ) in the case of an application in respect of m vable property , 

to the Tribunal having jurisdiction over the area in which the 
creditor bas his permanent residence : 

Provided that where the creditor has no permanent 
residence in the State of Kerala , the aplication shall be made 
before the Tribunal having jurisdictio i over the area in which 

the debtor has his permanent residence. 
O , ml, 


. 


( 2) Separate applications shall be made under sub rule (1) for 
the delivery of possession or property 07 properties in the possess.on of each 
creditor , if the debtor has more thaa one cred.tor 

.. 
4. Appli at ons to be numbered .- The Tribunal shall assign a number 
to every apil.cat on received under rule 3 , according to the order in which 
it is received and enter it in a register in Form 2. 

5. Notice to be given to Creditor :-(1) As soon as may be after the 
receint of an a , plication referred to in rule +, the Tribuoal shall issue a 
notice in Fo m 3 10 the creditor specified in the application toge her with 
a copy of the application for his appearance before the Tribunal and for 
filing objection , if any. 

( 2) The date sp. c fied in tre notice under sub-rule (11 for 
appeara , ce of the creditor shall be so fixed ry the Tribunal as to all wa 
.prwd of not less than fifteen days between the date of service of the notice 
and the date fixed for appra ance . 

(3 ) On the expiry of the time allowed for filing objections, the 
Tribunal shall conduct enquiries into the objections, if any , and take such 
evidence, as may be necessary. 

6. Order of Trit u al to be com nun - cated . The order of the Tribunal 
shall be c m inicated to h : applicant the respondent and the Collector 
of the Distrct in which the Tribunal exercises ju isdiction . 

7. Appeal against order of Tribunal . - 1) Everys appeal under sub 
section ( 4 ) of sec ion 4 shall be in Form 4 and shall be accompanied by 
the originalorder of the Tribunal. 

(2 ) On receipt of an appeal, the arpella e authority may call for 
and obt in the records of the case from the Tribunal which passed the 
order appealed against , and after givirg the appellant and the respondent a 
reasonable opportunity of being heard and after gathering such further 
details as may be necessary , pass such order on the appeal as it thinks fit.. 

(3) A copy of the order pissed by the appellate authority shall be 
communicated to the appellant, the respondent, the Tribunalconcerned and 
the Collector of the District in which the appellate authority exercises 
jurisdiction .. 

(4) The appellate authority shall maintain a register of appeals in 
Fm 5 . 

8. R storation f possession of properly to debtor :-(1) . For the purrose 
of putting a deb or il possess.on of a procrty unde : sub sectio : (5) of section 
4 , the Tr.bunal may issue a warrant in Firm 6 to any of the members of 
its stafi . 

(2) The person to whom the warrant is issued under sub -rule (1) 
shall, al er puting the debtor in possession of the proper y, return the 
warr. n , and the Tribunal shall , on being satisfied that the warrant has 
been duly executed , countersign the hanc and keep it as part of the resords 
of the case. 
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(9 ) Whero the person dirested to execute the warrant fails on the 
date fixed therein to put the debtor in possession of th pop rty, the 
member of its staif. 

(4 ) The Tribunal may also o der nºcessary police ass stince or 
other assistance to be rendered for the die execution of the warrant.. 

(5) The Tr h malmuy, a any ti ne, recall or cancel any , warrant 
inued under su s ule (1) or sub-rule (3). 

9. Power to call for particulars . - The Tribunal a d the appellats 
authority shall be com etent to call for any particults from any person 
or persons for the purpose of implementirg the provisions of the Act and 
the person , when called upon , shall be bound to furnish such particu ars to 
the Tribunal or the appellate authority, as the case may be. 

. 10. Sit ings to be open --The sittings of every Tribunal and - the 
Appellate authority sha l be held openly , 

11 . Posting Brok- (1) A posting book in Form 7 shall be main 
tained in the office of every Tribunal and appellate au hority . 

****72) The details of po ting of all the cases which came up before the 
Tribunal or the appellate authority , as the case may he, shall be entered in 
the posting book on each day after the case fixed for the day is heard . 

12. Roll call of cases - The Tribunal or the appellate authority , as the 
case may be, shall , at the commencement of ibe sitting for a day , call out 
the cases posted for that day. 

13. Diary Register .- (1 ) A Diary register shall be maintained in 
Form 8 by the Tribunal and the appellate authority and separate pa es 
shall be allotted in the regisser fo- each case . 

(2) The Dary register shall contain concise and faithful entries 
selating to every procee sings and stage in the application or appeal, as the 
case may be, beginning with its institution and ending with its final 
disposa), 

14. Order Sheet. - ( 1) There shall be an order sheet for every case 
in the hand of the Tribunal or the appellate . authority - hearing the 
proceedings 

( 2) Entries shall be made in the order sheet on each day of the 
posting of the case . noting the date, purpose of the po rine, ih- work 
transacted on the day and the date and purpose of the succeding posting, 


if any. 


15 Fair Copies of orders - Final orders passed by the Tribunal or the 
appellate authority on application or appeal, as the case may be shall be 
fair copied duly compared with he origion in then signed by the person 
who passed the order or by his successor in Office, the originals of said 
orders being permaneatly preserved . 


Co where they document has become partially void, of parel 


16. Register or final orters - (1) There shall be a register of Anal 
orders in Form 9 in the Office of the Tribun al anl the appellate authority . 

2 ) Entries in the register of final orders shall to made 
date-war promptly and an index of its contents all be entered at the end 
of the register . 

17. Re urt oj documents - (1) Any document produced as evidence 
in any casc, wther than a documentwhich ha become void or ineffective by 
for of the order nnally ois .osing of the case, shall be returned to the 
party : roducing the same, on his a pliction made within 4 periodicof one 
year from the date of such order: 

Provi ed that a document constituting the deeds shall be returned to 
the party produci g the same on his application made within the saidp eriod , 
notwithsta, di g the act that such document has become void or ineffective 
by force of such order 
ir effective by fine of the order tinally disposing of a case, such document 
shall be sented with an nao semene thereon , in red ink, duly attested by 
the Tribunal or the appellate authority, as the case may be , indicating the 
extent to which such document has become void or it effective at 

( 3) If the application for the return of a document : is not made 
within ihe period specified in sub-sulc (1 ), the party shall not be entided to 
c a m the document back: 

Provided that the Tribunal or the appellate authority , as the case may 
be, may return the document after the expiration of the period , if it is 
satisfied hit the applicant had sufficient cause for not making ihe application 
within the specified per od.: 
Fxplanation - For the purpose of this jule, á case stall be deemed to be 

finally disposed of o lv after the appesl, if any, against the 

order of the Tribunal is finally decided 
18. Arrangement of records aft , disposal of cases .-- 11) Soon after the 
fir al di-po- al of a case, the ricords relating to , shall be com , leted , 
arrar geti ard dexed and andes over to the records. 

(2) The r cords shall be ar angrd ycar-wise and in the oder " of 
Weir nun bets and in ice of the r.cords shall be prepared for reference . 

1. Ce tifirdc es:-- ( 1 Anv person entuled to obtain a copy of any 
proceedu gs or document hled in or in "he custody of the : Tnbunal or 
appellate authority ,may present an application for the same. 

(2 ) Copics of po :es nf.be Tribunal or appellate, authority or fothor 
confident al papers shall not be granted . 

(3) " Along .wth every appliction for copy,..copying stamp" papers 
necessary for prepa ng the copy shall be iroduced and the number of 
Pipers pieppics shall be c cu a ed at the rate of one copying stamp : 
pa er of the value of sweatyfive pise for .cverý 175 words or traction 
thereof, in English or 125 words or fraction thercof in Malayalam , trymas 


Y 


Explanation . - Each statement, account report, petition , order or the 

like shall bet, eated a separate document and shall be written 
on separate copying stamp paper.at 11 


Ministerial Officer and also shall be sealed with the acal of the Tribunal or 
the appellate authority , as the case may be a 2 . 

(5 ). Every copy shall bear an endorsement showing the following 
particulars: 

Year and number of the proceedings; 
b ) Author ty wh ch granted the copy; 
( ) Nage of the app icar t; 
( d ) , Number and date of application ; 
e ) Date of calling for additional stamp Pipers, if any; 
fi Date of production of add.tional stamp papers ; 
(c) Date when copy was ready; 

Dite for appearance to receive the copy ; 

Date of d l.very of the copy s 
(6 ) The copy and any un ised ! copying stamp paper shall be 
delivered to the applicant at any time duriig office h urs. 

20. Collection of fire b; stamp .-- (1 All fees chargeable under the Act 
ör under these rules sha l be collected by way of coirt fee. ta np . 

(2 ) A register of court fees shall be maintained in Form 10 . 

21. Writ:en S avement.- (1) The respondentmay, and if so required 
by the Tribunal, shall, at or before t e first hear ng or within such im as 
it may permit , present a writtea statement of hi* defence or it any claim for 
relie, and with such written satement shall produce all documents in his 
po-session or power on wh ch he ba es his defence or any claim for relief .: 

(2) A document which ought to be produced but which has not 
been so produced shall not withour he le ive of the Tribunal hednitted 
in evidence on the respondent s behalt at the hearing of the proceedings . 

2 .. Notices and summons how served .-- Th . notices and summons issued 
under these rules shall be sent by resist red post with acknowledgement 
due or shall be served by an Officer deputed for that purpose . 

Fre for servico . — The fee for service shall be as follows; 
(a ) · When sent by register Actual cost 

ed Post: ... 
(b ) When served by an Seventy five paise or an amount equal 

Officer deputed for the goto the travelling allowance to which 
purpose ; 

the officer d pued would be entitle 
under the service rules, which ever ** 
is higher 

.. 


23. 
+ 


24. The Tribural or appellate authority may frant adjourazovatsi 
Th : Tr bunal or the appellate au hority may , I sufficient cause in 
shown at any stage of the pric edings, grant time to the partes or to any of 
them , and may, f om time to timc, adjourn the hearing of the proceedings. 

25. Correcti ns ofmistakes in orders of Tribunal and appellate authority - 
Clerc l or ar thmetical mistakes in order of the Tribunal or the appellate 
authority or errors arising threin fro n any acc dental slip or omission may 
at any time be corrected by the Tribunal or the appellate authority, as, the 
case may be, either of its own motion or on the application of any of the 
parties . 


By order of the Governor, 

S. PADMAKUMAR , 
Spscial So.rela y . 


FORM - 1 

(Se Rule 3 ) 
Application for Reconveyance of Property 
1. Name and address of the Debtor : 
2. Annual Income : 
3. O cupation : 
4. Date of in cur ing d bt : 
5 Amount of debt (incl ding inter 
est outstanding as on 13-1-1977) : 

() in cash 
6. Details of movable property fled 

ged and/ or mortgage executed : 
7. Grounds on which protec ion is 

claimed , under the p ovisio.is of 

the Act : 
8. Name and a dress of the C editor : 
9. List of documen s filed in sup 
port of the claim : 

Signature of the Applicant 
Place : 
Date : 

DECLARATION 
I declare that the particula s furnished in columns.. 
of this application are true to the best of my knowledge and the particu ars 
Furnished in columns.. 

..are based on information which I believe 
to be true . 

Signature of the Applicant. 


PORM - 2 

(See Rule ) 
Register of applications filed under section 4 of the Kerala Debt Relief Act, 1977. 


debt 


Date of Date of 
issue of first 
notice hearing 
under 
rule (8 ) 


SI. Date of Name and Occupation Amount of Details of Name and address 
No. receipt of addi ess of 

movable ) of the creditor 
appli the applicant 

(i) in cash immovable 
cation 

in kind 

pros erty 
pledged /or 
mortgage 

executed 
( 2 ). ( 3 ) 

(5) 

(7 ) 


(8 ) 


( 9 ) 


Remarks 


Date of final Gist of 
oders 

decision 


Date of service 

of the ordec 
on the creditor 


Whether appeal 

if any filed 


Date and nature 
of disposal of 
appeal 


Date of delivery 
of possession of 
pmperty to the 

debtor 


( 16 ) 


(15 ) 


(10 ) 


( 1 ) 


(12 ) 


( 13) 


.. 


at 
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FORM - 33 

[S. Rule 3 (1)] 
In the Tribunal of 
APPLICATION NO . 

19 . 
Applicant (Debtor) 

Respondent (Creditor ) 
To 

(Name and address of the respondent) 
Take notice that the application for reconveyance of property under 
subsection (1) of section 4 of the Kerala Debt Rel.cf Act, 1917 (i7 of 1977). 
copy enclosed , has been filed in tbis Tribuial and that 
day of 

r . 198... has been fixed by this Tribunal for the 
appearance, and filing of objections, if any, by the respondent to the claim . 
If you fail to appear at ..... a. m /v m before the Tribunal sitting 

on the date above fixed , the claim will be heard 
and decided in your absence. 

Given under my haod and seal of the Tribunal this 
day of ..... 19 

By order 
( Seal) 

FORM - 4 

[ See Rule 7 (1) 
Appeal under subsection (4 of section 4 of the Kerala 

Debt Relief Act 1971 
Before the . 

APPEAL NO .. 19 
1. Name of appellant-and address : 
2. No. and date of the Order of the Tribunal 

appealed against: 
3. (a ) Name of the applicant in original 

app icat on before the Tribunal: 
(b , Name and address of the respodent 

in the original application before the 

Tribunal : 
4. Grounds for appeal: 

Signature of the Applic 
Place: 
Date 
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FORM - 5 
[ See Rule 7 (4 )] 

Register of Appeals 
1. Sl. No.: 
2 .. Date of receipt: 
3 . Name and address of the appellant: 
4. No. and date of the order appealed 

against; 
5. Name and address ofthe respondent: 
6 . Date of hearing of appeal; 
7. Date of disposal; 
8 . Gist of orders : 
9. Remarks : 


FORM - 6 

(See Rule 8 ( 1)] 
Warrant to Officer to give possession of property 
Before the Tribunal 
APPLICATION No. 

of 
Name and address of the 

Name and address of the 
applicant (Debtor) 

Respondent (Creditor) 
То 


Whereas the property described in the Schedulo below has to be put in 
the possession of 

You are hereby directed to put the said person in possession of the same 
on the 

day of . 

... 19 ...... and you are hereby 
authorised to seize the property or to remove any person who may refuse to 
vacate the same. 
Given under my hand and seal this 

day 
of 

19.. 

SCHEDULE OF PROPERTY 
Date: 
Place : 

(Scal) 

Tribuna.. 
6 , 591 
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CERTIFICATE OF EXECUTION 
I ..... 

do hereby 
declare that the property described in the schedule above has been put in 
the possession of... 

.19 . 

.in the presence of witnesses described 
below . 

Name and address of the Witnesses and their signature . 


the.... 


day of... 


Signature of the Officer 

executing the warrant. 

DECLARATION 
I/we declare that I/we have received to - day possession of the property 
described in the schedule . 
Date : 
Place 

(Name and address of the party 
receiving possession from the Officer 

and the signature of that person ) 

Countersigned 
Date 

Tribunal 
Place : 

FORM – 7 

(See Rule 11) 
Posting Book for the 

day of 
1. Serial No. 
2 . Year and No. of the case : 
3. Previous posting : 
4. Purpose of the adjournment : 
5. Adjournment date : 
6. Purpose of adjournment : 

FORM - 8 
( See Rule 13 ) 

Diary Register. 
NO 

of 19 . 
Name of the parties : 
1 . Date of presentation : 
2. Purpose of the proceedings : 
3 . Order passed with date : 
.4 . Adjourned date : . 
5 . Purpose of adjournment : 
6 . Date of final orders : 
7. Initial of the Tribunal/Appellate Authority : 


ti 


FORM - 9 

( See Rule 16 ) 

Register of final orders 
1. Serial No. 
2. Application No : 
3. Date of application : 
4. Name of applicant : 
5 . Name of respondent : 
6. Gist of complaint : 
7. Date of final orders : 
8 . Gist of final orders a 
9. No. of appeal, if any, 

and gist of appellate 

orders : 
10. Remarks : 


FORM - 10 

(S :e Rule 20 ) 
Register of court fees during the year. 
1 . Serial No. : 
2. Date of presentation of 

document : 
3. Nameand address of the 

person presenting the 
document : 
No. and year of the 
application in which it is 

presented : 
5 . Nature of the application : 
6 . Denomination of stamps 

Rs. 

No. 
7. Total value : 

Rs. Ps. 

.No. 
8 ..Remarks : 


Scrala Qaxette No. 19. dated 9th May 1918. 
PART IA ./. . be 

1.22 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

Nirvachan Sadan , 

Ashok Road, 
it 
.*** 

in New Dehi-1, "} ? 
WIT...nnm*** ** Dated, 6th February 1978 ) 

Ma ha 17, 1899 (Saka ). 

NOTIFICATION 
Lor 1.91 
20. No. 82 /KL-HP/5 /77. - In pursuance of section 106 of the Representa 
tion of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 951); the Election Commission hereby 
publishes the judgn ent of the Hi h Court of Kerala dated 15th November , 
2 1977 , in Election Petition No. 5 of 1977. 


31" , " in the High Court of Kerala at Ernakulam 

76. in Present: , 
Das The Honourable Mr. Justice N D. P. Nambondiripad 
2.9.09 Tuesday, the 15th November , 1977/24th Karthika 1393. . 
ni 3:25 ELECTION PETITION No. 5 OF 1977. - 

Petitioner: Cottbus 
ni , S . C. S. Menon , 

FOU 
COD : Mathrusmarana, 30/1687 M. G : Road, 
W Cochin -16.2 
di By Advocates M /s. Thampan Thomas and P. K. Behanan : 
Respondents: - 2 410 4 ***** 

1. A C. George, 960x : 
13.Ambat House, Edappally P. O., Ernakulam District 
2. C. K. Balakri-hnan , 
Chirayath House, ... 

P. O. Arana ukura, Trichur. 
od 1-3 . V. Raghavan Pillai,vio !!! 

AlValiyaveeti House, Irinjalakuda . ; i 
w 4. P. D. Vorkev alias Varkev Master, 

*** Puhanpally , Chengal P. O .; Nalady . 0 
10. RI by Advocatis M / . C. K. Sivasankara Panicker, M. Rana 

chandran, A. C. Jose, U. K. Ramakrishnan and T. K.Jayaram . 
0X 370 VALSTY. " 


e 
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The Election Petition having been heard on 11.11.1977 in the pre 
SPACE of M /s Thampan Thomas and P K. Bchanao Advocates for the 
peiti nur anl of M /s CK Sivas nk wa Pamckr, M.Ramachandran , 
A C. Jose, U. 3. Ramakrishna and T. K J yaram Advocatos for the 1st 
respo den and responde ts 2 and 4 being absent and declared ex parte the 
Court on 15-11-1977 delivered the following : 

JUDGMENT 
In the elections held to the Lok Sabha the petitioner and respondents 1 
to 4 con ested as candidates from the No. 10 Mukundapuran Parliam - ntary 
Constituency . The R turning Officer was the District Collector, Trichu . 

The syn.bols al tied to the i elitioner and the respondents were respectively, 
{" two le v s" ; cow ind c lf" ; " bal nre " ; " kuruvi" ad bicycle The 
parliamentar coisi tuenry co sist d of 7 assembly co stitu -ncies mentioned 
in paragraph 3 of thepetitio i. The poll ng took place on 19-3-1977 and 
the counting was on 20-3-1957 at the con tres mentioned in .pragraph 4 of 
the petition . The 1st resp ndet vas declared elected on the ground that 
he obtained he maximum unber of vote , namely 225095 ias against the 
votes obtaind by the petitioner Lamely 220875 .. 8515 votes were rejeted 
as invalid . According to t e peti ioner there were ser ous discrepancies in 
the counting I he ballo pap n of both the assembly and pa liamentary 
c nstituen les which were kpt in one and the, amc, nox were sorted out 
fr m about800 a . m and the counting was arranged to be done at 15 
tables. After sorting on th : 1 asis ofclor, the votes for the Parliamentary 
constituency ani.th se for the Assembly, wçe -bundled yinto 25 cach and 
kp in a big burel . The erocesso.c unting started at about 2.00 p . m . 
Six t ayswere kept on each tale, and the allot paperi given in bundles of 
25 cach were sort out (and give rin fivour of each candidate were put in 
separate trays, and one ray was fr invalid votes . 1 hereafter each can . 
didaic s votes cie count d and a ranged into bundles of 50 each . Ac-ord 
ing to the pe itioner n various tables the bundles cont in ng the votes in 
favour of the 1st res, on fent werr only 45.-while the bundles ofthe petitioner 
contained 55 .ot s . The ,eut was an ii ftiin of the votes obtained by 
the Ist respondent and a reduc-ion from the votes actually obtained by the 
petitioner . This defe it was p vinted.ut by the counting agents of the 
petitioner to the counting sup rvisor at the proper time with no re ult. The 
counting u ervisors were appointed on the basis of the choice made by the 
Ist re pendent who was a Minister of state for Industry and Civil Supplies 
in the Gover ment of Indii, ar d also a leader of the then ruling party both 
at the cen re and n the State of Kerala . The selection 6f counsing oficers 
and supervi-ors wee made from a list given by an association called the 
N.G. O. As ociation oing allegiance to the Indian National Congress . 
Votrs validly polled in the name of the prt tioner were counted along with 
the 1st responden s vo es or mere snein ti rejected as invalid :votes. The 
intructions given in the Handbonk published by the Election Commission 
were not omplied with . I here was difference between the total votrs 
counted for the Assembly constituencies and the parliamentary constituency ; 


and a few instances are given in paragraphs 7 and 8 of the petition . Mos 
of the rejected vores were rea ly valid votes rolleel in favour of he prtiti: ner, 
There were irregularities in the matter of counting and acceptance of, ostal 
votes, which number 1231. There were differences in the number noted in . 
the relevant records. After en.ering the results in Form No. 20. the Returning 
Officer did not give sufficient time to the candidates to file objections thereby 
violating , statutory provision as well as paragraph 22 of the Handbook , 
issued by the Election Commission . At the time of counting votes : there 
was failure of lighting arrangement in Vadakkekkara, Angamaly and Perum . 
bavoor and that opportunity was availed of for tampering with the buudles . 
There were thus many irregularities in counting of votes. 

2. "It is alleged by the petitioner that the Ist respondent was guilty of 
corrupt practices. Mala Assembly constituency was part of the relevant 
parliamentary constituency. The Home Minister of Kerala State contested 
from Mala constituency. Both the Ist.respondent and the Home Minister 
used their ministerial position in the election campaign . They transferred 
officers against government order No. G. O. (P ), 3177 Election dated 
31.1-1977. The Ist, respondent influenced Mahendra and Mahandra , 
Bombay, a Jeep manufacturing company, to send eight Jeeps for the election 
campaign , and these jeeps were used in the constituency without any 
registration and without observing any regulation under the Motor Vehicles 
Act. Vehicles were procured by the 1st respondentfrom various governmental, 
quasi -governmental authorities and also from third parties to whom he 
promised to confer favours. Since Home Minister of the Kerala State was 
contesting from Mala Assembly constituency a large number of police-men 
were stationed there even during the election period and the opposite can 
didates were prevented from conducting public meeting and expressing 
their opinion freely. The police oficers used to , threaten the people who 
address in the meeting of the petitioner. Because emergency was in force 
even on the date of the election the opposition party workers could not 
carry out their election campaign whereas the government machinery was 
completely used by the 1st respondent. Many workers of the petitioner 
were threatened with detention under the MISA and one Sri M.N. P. Nair 
was one among those who were so threatened . In areaswhere Christians 
were in the majority pamphlets were published using the name of Rev. 
Dt. Jose h:Kundukulam , the Bishop of Trichur. Pamphlets were published 
ap ealing to the voters: not to vote for the petitioner Foundation stones 
were laid in the nameof companies for influencing the public , and the 1st 
respondent also gave money to the voters. In certain polling stations in 
Chalakkudy assembly constituency ballot papers were not issued to the parli . 
amentary scats. The reliefs prayed for are: 

(1)* to order a recounting of the votes polled by the respective 
candidates ; 

(2) to order scrutiny of the votes polled including the invalid votes; 

(3) to declare that the petitioner has received the majority of the 
· valid votes, polled in the abovementioned , arliamentary copstituency ; 


I. 


(4 ) to set aside the election of the 1st respondent as he has adopted 
corrupt practices in the election ; and 

(5) to declare that the election of the 1st respondent is invalid and 
void . 

3. In answer to the summons from the court the 1st and 3rd respon . 
dents entered appearance. Respondents 2 and 4 were declared ex parte. 
The 1st respondent filed a written statement raising the following conten 
tions. Since the petition has been filed not by the petitioner or his agent, there 
was no proper presentation and consequently, the petition is liable to be 
dismisse und r section 86 (1) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 
(hereinafter referre i to as the Act). Another infirmity attached to the peti 
tion is that it does not compy with the requirements stipulated under the 
proviso to section 83 (1 ) of the Act. Themaintainability of the petition is 
challenged alsɔ on he ground that since the commission of corrupt practice 
is alleged in the petition this court has no jurisdiction to entert.i. or 
decide the petit on in view of article 103 of the Constitution . In view of 
the ame dment of artic es 102 and 103 of the Constituton , sections 98 to 100 
of the Act are o longer in force and that question cannot be , decided by 
this couit in vicw of article 131 ( A ) and 228 ( A ) of the Constitution . Cou 
nting of votes for the Kodungalloor Ass mbly constituer cy was conducted 
at Government School, Kodungalloor a d not at Government Boys School, 
Al aye as stated in the petition. It is correct that counting took place on 
20-3-197 . The Ist respo di nt was declared elected at 11.15 a . m . on 
21 3 1977 and not in the early morning of 21-3-1977. There was no discre 
pancy in the countiig of vots as a result of improper arrar gement and 
malpractices as wro gly and vagu.ly alleged in paragraph 6 of the petition . 
The averments in paragraph 6 of the petition are denied , a , d paragraph 11 
of the written statement sets out as to what transpired . The 1st respondent 
denies the allegation that on various tables the bundles which were made 
out in favour of this respondent consisted of only 45 ballot papers whereas the 
hundles made in favou of the petitioner contained 55 ballot papers and more. 
The allegation that this irregularity was poined outby the concerned counting 
ag nt to the counting supervisor is a solutely false: The Ist respondentwas 
not in a position to influence the coursing staff. The 1st resp ndent was 
Minister of State for Civil Supplies and Co-operation and pot for Industries 
and Civil Supplies . The respondent was not the leader of the then ruling 
party in the centre and the ruling front in Kerala. The 1st respondent is not 
aw roth hr cunti .. stall wa apimted fr man ng tunc inemb rs of the 
N G 0 , Asso jation Che Ist repo. deit is not a war of any associatiot 
of th :N. G. Os. led by ih : Indian Sarional Co gress . ihe allegarin 
that the ballot paprs. which were validly marked for the petitioner vere put 
in favour or the lit respondeat or a mong ii valid votes is false. The ! alle 
gation hat the Retuin ng Officer who sat at the centraltable never cared to 
have a random check of the ballot pap reis denici. The instructions 
contained in the Handbok Published by the ec ion Comn istion of ndia 
were suicty complied with by the officers . The allegati 18 io parag avh ? 
of the petition are incoriccr. The discrepancy , if any, has not affcered the 


results of the election . The allegations in paragraph 8 are misleading. The 
allegation in paragraph 9 of the peti ion that the peti oner s valid vo es were 
rejected and included in iavalid v.es e deni: d . No con plaitof any sort 
ha I brea rased at the ime of scrutiny of the ballot papers. The al egation 
that the postal votes in Vadakkekkara were not coui ted is incurrect. After 
the results were announced by the Returning Officer there was no motion by 
anyhody for a recount. The petitioner i therefore precluded from claiming 
any relief for recount. There was no violation of any statutory provi-ion by 

he Returning Officer. The instructions contained in piragraph 22 of the 
Handbook were omplied with . There was no failure of cui rent as alleged 
in the petition . The allegations that the countig was irregular a d ihe 
fi ures were brought out irregularly and election resul was wroogly d clared 
are all denied . The 1st respondent did not i dulge in any corrupt practice , 
The allegation that the Ist rispondent and thr hen Home Minister used 
their power and influence asMinist rs for elec ion campaign is in siect and 
is de , ied . There was o transf.r of the favourve officers of ihe 1st respondent 
to his constit ency. The 1st respondent is not aware of the circular referred 
to in paragraph 15 of the petition and at any rate the circular has no rele 
vnce at all. The allegation that the Ist respondent used vehicl sand o her 
conveyance provided by the Government is denied . The 1st 1c -pondent was 
using only private vebicles uri g his election campaign and he id not use 
any official vehicle 

The Ist respondent had no coinection with Mahendra 
and Mahendra, Bombay, and the all.gation that the Ist respondent used in 
his election campaign 8 j epssent by that company is denied . No vehicle 
which did not bear registra ion number or violating any provision of the 
Motor Vehicles Actwas used by the Ist 1espondeat. The Ist respondent did 
pot procure vehicles by i Alici cing the governmental or quasi governme..tal 
institutions. The allegation that he co ivevance arranged by the opposite 
candidate for the movement of their workers on the election day were a m 
D andered by thr police officers on the previous day of the election with a 
view to deprive his election workers and polling agents and such other persons 
connected with the opposite candidates to move around is denied . There 
was no gathering of large number of polic men dur ng the tin e of election 
campai n in the Mala- constituency wherein the then H.me Minister was 
contesting . The allegation Thal few of the opposition party workers were also 
taken into custody by police which created a fear in the minds of the election 
workers of the opposition candidates is not true. The allegations in para 
graph 16 of the pe ition are dinied . Though emergency was in f rce at the 
time of the election , the election was fee and fair. Campaign was also 
completely free. The allegat on that one SriM.N. P. Vair was threatened 
for bring the petitioner s woker is denied . Tne Ist respondent did not 
campaign on comunal basis. It is the petitioner w o caused 10 i sue bit 
noiices and newspaper advertisemints using the name of Rev. Joseph Kundu 
kulam , the B ship of Trichur, to calivass votes in his favour. The e was an 
advertisement in the Mathruthuni Daily dated 16-3-1971. * Express" , a 
newspaper p ined and publishes from Tricburcintain - d appeals in the name 
of commui al or anisations to vote for the petitioner and against the 1st 
respondent. The 1st respondeat, therefore, reservas to file a petition toder 


section 97 of the Act for recrimination against the petitioner. The allegation 
that pa nphlets were issued appealing ihe voters 1 ot to vote for the pe itioner 
stating that the governmert would f.vour the peopewith some benefits, wib . 
a view to creatr an impreson among the votingmisse « is denied . It is the 
peritioner wh.sought hulp of com unal organisations and religious leadersair 
The aflegation that money was given to the voters has no basis. The allei 
gation in paragr.ph 18 is d nied . The allegation in paragraph 19 of the . 
petition , hat serial numbers of the ballot pa je s issued at the time of polling : 
and at the time of counting diff red is denied . The allegations containrd in 
paragraph 20 of the petitia e den cd . The election as well as the counting 
of voies were done pro erly and in acrordance w th the ru cs. Th petitioner 
is nyt enutled tans relic and the petition is liable to be dismissed wi.h costs . 
to the 1st respondent. 
14. The 3rd respondent, who appeared in person filed a written sta c. 
ment in Mala a am . 

It is stated that he was contesting the election as an 
independ nt scrupulousl following the Gandh an prin iples. In the elertion 
excepting himsell the oth -r candidates were a leged to have used vehicles. 
ind scriminately for transporting voters and thatthe other respondents used 
unfair means to win over he electorate. The Ist resp Indent was theMinister 
in the Centre and he used that position in the election . The pe itioner is a 
Trade Union Leader and in that capacity he had plenty of money and he 
bribed the voters. The 2nd respondent Sri C. K. Balakrishnan also used 
vehicles to transport voters. The 3rd respondent had no election office or 
election workers. The prayer is to set as de the election and order a fresti ! 
poll. Apart from filing a written statement finding fault with all other 
candidates, the 3rd respondent di4 not participate in the further proceedings 
relating to the trial of this election petition . 

5. After discussing with both sides the following issues were raised : 
4.1.1. Whether the petition is maintainable ? 

2. Whether the election is vitiated by the corrupt practices alleged 

in the petition? 
13. Were there counting irregularities as alleged in the petition, and 

99 , - if so , whether the irregularities have marerially affected the result, 
...of the election ? 


Regarding reliefs.and costs. 


a 6. Issue No. I. The maintainability of the petition was challenged by: 
the Ist responden on the ground that the requiremen s ofsction 83 of the Act, 
have not been complied with . In challenging the election of the Ist. respo. 
ndent the petitioner has also alleged certaia corrupt practices; but the proviso, 
to section 13 ( 1) of the Acthis not been complied with . So, even before 
the trial, commenced , the petitioner conceded that alle gations regarding 
corrupt practices are not pressed . Non - compliance with any provision nl 
Section 83 isnot a ground for dismissal of the election Petition under section 86. 
of the Act. Therefore, the petition is maintainable to that extent. The 
inue is answered accordingly 


. 


17. lIssue: No.2: This issue relates to the various corrupt practices 
Talleged in ghe petition . As referred to earlier it was represented by the 
learned counselor the petitioner that grounds regarding corrupt practices 
are not pressed . In fact, no evidence wort . the name has been adduced also 
at the time of the trial. Since the pe itioner is not pressing the grounds 
tega dırg corrupt practices, this issue is answered against the petitioner and 
Ibid that the election is not vitiated by any corrupt practice. see 

Twi 
8. Issue No. 3: The only grond that survives for consideration is 
whether this Courtmust interfere with he elect on of the Ist respondent on 
the cround of irregularities in the counting of votes asalleged by the peti 
tioner . The learned .counsel for the petitioner at the time of final hearing 
urged only inur points, and they are; 

(1) A ter counting, the votes secured by the each candidate were 
bundled each bundle containing 50 ballot papers. Accordin , to the peti 
tioner, bundles containing votes polled in his faveur contained 55 ballot 
papers whereas in the bundles of the 1st respondent there were only 45 bullot 
papers; 

( 2) There was no proper scrutiny of doubtful votes; 

* 13 ) th re was no random checking by the concerned authorities; and 
il (4) there were differenc s between the number of ballot papers issued 
Tat the time of polling and the number actually found at the time of count. 
ing. Another difference was ihat in the same station there wa d fference 
tbetween the total number of votes olled for the Assembly and the total 
plmber of votes polled for the Parliament in the same sector. tipi 

9. Cfthe aforesaid points, grounds" Nos. 1 to 3 are the main as ects 
to be consider d in this case. Before examinn the ev dence rendered by 
the petition r in support of these points, I feel that it may be necesary to 
stati cer ain facis energing from the cidence of P. W. 20 , the petitioner . 
The Parliament consti uency concerned included seven Assembly 
constituencies. vz., (1) Shalikkud ... 12) Mali (3) Irin alakuda 
* 17 ) , Perumbavoor. The pollins as well as the countin2 of both the 
A sembly ballot papers and the Pal am ntary ballot papers were done 
simula neously on the 19th and 20th of March , 1977 respect vely . Accord 
ing to the case put.orward ! y the peri ioner, in all the counting places two 
gave errorswere committed by the counting staff. After the sorting and 
counting of the ballot papers, the votes , se -ured by each of the 
.candida es as well as te vores t eat d ai dubtful were separately 
bundled and each of such bundle was 

presumed to consist 
of 50 ballot papers. According 10 the pet tioner, in the bundles 
contain ng hs voter, ins cador 50 , 5i ballot papers were placed, and 
correspond ngly in the bundles containing votes scurd by..thelst 
respondent only 45 ballot papers were tid nogether. This pr.:crice has the 
sia ultanccus effect of inflating the , votes actually secured by the 1st 
respondent , and of reducing the votes actually secured by the petitioner. 
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This error, according to the petitioner, was committed in all counting 
centres. Sim larly , the improper scrutiny of doubtful ballot papers causing 
injury o he petition -s also took place in all the count ng centres . If the 
allegation of the petitioner that these two irregularities have been committed 
in all the counting places, and in all the counting tables , is to be accepted , 
that would secessarily mean that there was some previous conspiracy 
beiween the counting staff to help the Ist respondetad all giro cause 
injury to the petitioner. There is a vague allegation in the peti ion th.t 
the officers included in the c unting staff mainly belonged to an association 
called N.G.O Association , which owes allegi in e to the Cong ess Party , of 
which the 1st respondentwas the candidate for the concerned election. But 
no evidence worth the ran e has been adduced to substantiate the case that 
any of ihr counting staff had any bias eilh -r in favour of the 1st respondent 
or again t the petitioner. The petitioner while giving -vidence as P. W. 20 
deposed that after the final cunting he secured the majority of votes in the 
assembly constituencies of Ang amaly, Perumbavoor, Chalakkudy and 
Vadakkekkara The margin also is by no means insignificant because 
according to the petition re got about 12,600 votes in excess of the votes 

obtained by tie ist respond nt in those four constituencies It would thus 
• appear that the tables were turne1 ag inst him when the votes in the 

remaining threr Assembly con tituencies were counted . It there was any 
general conspiracy or und rstanding between the polling officers in all 
thes- Assen bly constituencics it is not easy to b -live that the peti i ner 
could ba e obtained such a substantial majority in the aforementined for 
constituencies. A week explanation offered by the petitioner regar ing that 
aspect is that even in those Assembly c nstituencies where he got themajority, 
the difference would have been much mor : than 12,0 O had there no been 
any mistake committed by the counting officers. I am no impressed by 
that suggestion at all. There is yet an ither a pect which has alio some 
"relevancy . PW.21 depos d that after the decliration of the results there 
Wis a meeting of his o unting ag nts. Accouding to P. W. 20, in that 
discussion only the counting agents in the V dah kekkara , Angamaly and 
Chalakkudy e ments of the conc rned Pa limentary constituency were 
called in . Tnose are constituen ies were the petitioner obtained 
the majority of votes . Si normally if here was ſoul- play it 
should have been in the constiruencies where 

The Ist 
sespondent obtained the majority of votes. There is 
Do explanatinn by the petitioner as to why the counting ag nts engaged by 
bim in the assembly constituencies where the petitioner lost were never called 
in for any discussion. Yet another significant circu v stance it that no peti 
ton for recounting was given in any place. The Returning Officer for the 
Parliamen a y Consti uenry concerned was the District Collect r, Trichur, 
whose office is in the Civil Lines, Ayyanthole . P.W. 20 depos.d that he 
reached the Collector s Office a : 12 O Clock in the night on the 20th March , 
-1977 and that he found only oie clerk in that office. The clerk is a leged to 
have told the petitioner that ihr results have be n announced . The peti 
tioner therefore came back immedi tely , and according to the petitioner, he 
did not go to Trichur a second time. It is not disputed that the results of 


the concerned election were announced by the Returning Officer, the District 
Collector, only by about 11.00 a . m . on 21-3-1977.* P. W. 20 deposed that 
he reached his central election office at Chengamanad by round about 
10.30 or 11.00 in the night of the 20th and that he had given instructions 
to his counting agents at various counting places to inform him when the 
ballot papers and other relevant records were despatched from the respective 
counting stations to Trichur. P. W. 20 deposed that he did not receive any 
intimation from any counting centre and that he wentto Trichur by about 
mid -night because of that reason . If the petitioner did not receive any 
instructions from any one of his counting agents regarding the completion of 
the counting at any station and the sub:equent despatch of the election 
papers to Trichur, what normally he could have done was to made an 
enquiry at the counting centres. That apart , at least next morning he could 
have got the information that the Returning Officer has not made any 
declaration . P.W. 20 deposed that he had not appointed any agent to watch 
the proceedings before the Returning Officer at Trichur. P.W. 20 further 
admitted that he had never instructed any one of his agents to filc a petition 
for recount before the Assistant Returning Officer for the Parliament consti 
tuency in each of the counting place . It is in the background of these facts 
and circumstances that the other items of evidence adduced by the petitioner 
have to be appreciated . 

10. Broadly stated , the evidence adduced by the petitioner consists of 
the deposition of the concerned Returning Officers and also the counting 
agents of the petitioner, who scrut nised the counting at the 7 counting places. 
The allegation regarding manipulation in the bundles of ballot papers may 
be examined first. In the petition there is a distinct averment that in the 
petitioner s " bundles 55 ballot papers were tied together, whereas in the 1st 
respondent s bundles only 45 ballot papers were included . As far as the Chala . 
kkudy Parliament segment is concerned the evidence adduce in this petition 
consists of the depositions of P.W. 9 , P. W. 12 and P. W. 23 , the Assis 
tant Returning Officer. Since all the counting agents of the petitioner who 
have been examined as P.Ws.8 to 19 more less give tbe same version in 
the witness box regarding all the allegations the value of the evidence of each 
one of these witnesies may be examined while considering this point. P.W.9 
deposed that the petitioner s bundles contained more than 50 ballot papers 
while the 1st respondent s bundles contained less than 50 ballot papers. He 
deposed further that valid votes polled in favour of the petitioner Wire 
regarded asdubtful votes. The other item poken to by him is the di fer 
ence in the number of the ballot 

papers. cuntes between 
the parliamentary ballot papers on the one part and the assembly 
ballot papers on the other in the concerned a se bly segment of the 
parliamentary constituency . He admitted that aput from ma ing an oral 
complaint he did not give any written co nplaint. According to him he gave 
a written objection , and it was returned . Again . rigarding the tifferece 
in the numer of parliament votes and the assembly vote . he gave another 
written complaint to the Returning Officer, which was not accepted . 
P.W.12 als » depused practical y in the sameterms, altaough he w uld add that 
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he did not give any written complaint. Apart from being interested , the 
testimony of these two witnesses does pot show the actual number of votes 
included in the bundles of the petitioner and the lst respondent respectively . 
P.W. ! 2 says that he suspected foulplay because ofthe size of the bundles 
in the sense that the petitioner s , bundles appeared to be bigger, The 
Assistant Returning Officer for the parliament segment at Chalakkudy was 
P.W.3 . He cienied the suggestion that the petitioner s bundles contained 
more than 50 ballot papers while those of the 1st respondent contained less 
than 50 ballot papets. P.W.20, the petitioner, deposed that he pointed 
out to the Returning Officer 12 bundles for recounting. The reasons spoken 
to by him is significant. He deposed : “ Random checking my comel 
syona?common acomº 100m . moeJobmoş100 50 o ysgmes? 

2001] • Qem.93 vmurojow Jelanomlajm s Even at this 
stage l may 

that au identical version is given regarding . 
· 10 bundles at Mala, 8 bundles at . Irinjalakkuda and 15 bundles at 
Angamaly. If the petitioner s counting agents conveyed to bim doubt. 
regarding the placing of ballot papers in excess of 50 or less than 50 in the 
respective bundles , indeed that would have been the main ground upon 
which he could bave insisted upon a recount of the votes. I am not satisfied 
that the petitioner has succeeded in showing that there was any error in the 
number of ballot papers,bundled by the counting, authorities at Chalakkudy 
segment of the concerned parliamentary constituency . 


not 


11. The position obtained in all other centres also is practically the 
same. Regarding Mala sogmeat of the parliamentary constituency 
P.W. 14 and P.W. 15 , two counting agents 

of the petitioner were 
examined . Bota these witnesset repeated the usual story regarding the 
bundling of ballot papers and also the rejection of valid votes polled in 
favour of the petitioner as invalid . P.W. 15 also spoke regarding absence 
of scal in one ballot box . He is alleged to have given a written complaint. 
Orginally he deposed that his candidate was there when the written 
complaint was given ; but inthe next breath he would says : 
" Jo7 എഴുതികൊടുക്കുമ്പോൾ സ്ഥാനാർത്ഥി Prolom . 
This witness also deposed certain other facts. According to him he was a 
"polling agent as well, and after the polling was over he did not affix his seal 
in the ballot box. Regarding the breaking of the seal of the box be 
detected . he deposed that he does not known from which polling booth the 
particular box was received . He was then asked whether he knows the 
numb r of votes actually pulled and the number actually found in the 
disputed box when the box was opened and the ballot papers were counted . 
" He ple.ded ignorance about this figure . He admitted that he does not 
know how many vallot papers were issued or how many ballot papers 
were ac ually found at the time of counting . I may note in this connectien 
that he is the only witness, who speaks about the tampering of ballot box 
and the tollowness of that version is clear from the cross-examination of 
this wit less. Apart from being interested , the evidence of P.Ws. 14 and 
15 is vague and it cannot be accepted .. 


12. Regarding Irinjalakuda segment of the concerned parliamentary 
constituency two counting agents of the petitioner were examined as 
P.Ws.10 and 11, while the Assistant Returning Officer of the concerned 
Parliament segment was examined.as P.W. 4. Here, again , both these 
witnesses deposed to the identical facts ; viz ., the difference of 30 votes as 
between the assembly ballot papers ard the parliament ballot 
included in the bundles of the Petitioner end of the 1st respondent, and 

papers . 
also the rejection of valid votes of the petitioner as invalid . According to 
both shese witnesses , the difference in the number of votes was noted by 
them because when counting was over result was recorded on a black board . 
P.W.4 was the Assistant Returning - Officer at Irinjalakud . He deposed 
that normally the number of the ballot papers for the parliament and the 
assembly may be equal, but sometimes che polling staff will also issue the 
ballot papers for exercising their ſtanchise in the same polling station . There 
were 75 polling booths in the concerned segment and in each polling station 
.there were 6 officers. It was, therefore, not essential that the number 
of ballot papers issued for the parliament and the assembly, must be equal. 
He deposed that doubtful votes were scrutinised and rejected after being 
shown to the agents of the candidates. He also deposed that he conducted 
the test verification and he did not come across any bundle containing ,. 
more than 50 or less than 50 ballot 

rapers. He 

further 

deposed that 
nobody complained to him regarding the counting of votes. I fin.1 no 
reason to disbelieve the evidence of P. W.4. and I reject the evidence of 
P.Ws. 10 and 11 . 

13. Regarding the counting at Kodungalluor, P. W. 16 and P. W. 17 
were examined by the petitioner. P. W. 16 also gave the usual version of 
the difference in the number of ballot papers in the respective bundles . 
According to him he forced the supervisor to recount one bundle . Accord 
ing to him there was the difference of 52 ballot papers as tetween the 
number of parliamentary votes counted and the assembly otcs counted . 
The reason for the change in number, according to him , was that the 
ballot boxes were brought from the polling stations in the night and probably 
some fraud might have been perpetrated. He also deposed regarding thc 
failure of current for half-an -hour. It is to be noted that these two versions 
are not spoken to by any other witness or even the petitioner. He deposed 
that he complained to the presiding officer four times and that in one box 
-the difierence noted was 49. He admitted that " 49 30003 asmº njo :dei 
OD0B01080cm ) come /709"Imelwocomo nomy Jonaombules . According 
to him the doubtful votes were not scrutinised separately, but he would add 
that it was examined by the Assistant Returning Officer . He admitted that 
he was not there when the Returning Officer scrutinised the doubtful votes. 
Regarding that matter his version is . nom.cn cmoizolole . Jerry 
cosmom ." This witness gave a further story that a written complaint was 
given by him to the Returning Officer . The complaint was written by 
another agent attached to another table because P. W. 16 could not write 
properly . He is alleged to have handed over that complaint to the agent 
attached to the table of the Returning Officer. The agent whom hc 
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menticned was examined as P. W., 17, and P. W. 17 deposed that he did not 
receive any written complaint from any other agent. Further P. W. 16 
admitted that he cannot say bow many valid votes of the petitioner were 
treated as invalid . P.W. 17 deposed that the Returning Officer examined 
only 27 doubtful ballot papers. Hewas asked about their probable number 
and he replied : " Doubtful vote ono osman ajan0507 powomoares. 
He was asked whether there was account regardit doubtful votes. His 
is " 60300 Ameise . og 6-osio97 

Jomo - ommu 
ngm109010764 . According to him he gave a 

complaint. As 
again it this, there is the evidence of P. W.5, the Assists i Returning Officer 
of the Kidungalloor segment of the Parliamentary constituency concerned . 
He was asked a leading question whether there was any objection raised by 
the counting agents, regarding the counting and his answer was in the 
negative. He deposed that he conducted the test verification though he 
cannot give the exact number. He did not find any error in the number of 
ballot papers included in each of the bundics. There is nothing in the 
evidence of P. W. 5 to show that there was any irregularity in the counting 
of votes at the Kodungalloor segment. 

14. In the Angamaly segment, the petitioner s witnesses are P. Ws. 18 
and 19. P. W. 18 was the counting agent attached to the table where 
the Returning Officer was sitting. According to him he wanted the 
Returning Officer to check the bundles because he suspected some corrupt 
practice. Then he was asked a leading question immelenjaga 
Io eroam acoso ( Q ) Qe (Ans.) According to him the differance 
between the votes polled and the votes counted exceeded 1600 and he is 
alleged to have obtained the information from the agent who was attached 
to the particular counting table. He admitted that in the Angamaly sector 
the petitioner obtained 4000 votes in excess of the votes received by the 1st 
respondent. According to him , the counting agents of the 1st respondent, 
were agitated by the result and they gave a petition for recount, which was 
rejected . He was asked whether the polling agents gave him the figure of 
the votes polled . He answered in the affirmative . Thereupon he was 
asked whether the petitioner had agents all the polling booths. Knowing 
about the implication of that question he changed the earlier version and 
said that figures were given to him by the party office and he admitted that 
the accounts received from the polling booths were not given to him . He 
does not actually know how many votes were polled . According to him he . 
gave a written complaint for scrutiny of invalid votes and the number of 
doubtful ballot 

papers 

exceeded 2000. He was asked : " Invalid 
ആയി 

08870.000000100000 ( Q ) Born) S. C. S. Menon cdo 
SJO118 °non londo eroszorong Jozo (Ans.) on the very face of it that version 
shows the ignorance and the indifference of the witness. The concluding 
portion of his evidence is far more important : എനിക്ക് ഈ കെട്ടുകളെ 
Womm will. invalid , doubtful votes 2016 marrim was loojan 
coro 100 ngoma leido mistake 2. 23301007 ng 600. Bjarlºs107703 onuşişes . 
P. W. 19, another counting agent of the petitioner at the same station 
repeated the usual version regarding the difference of the number of votes in 
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the bundles of the petitioner and the 1st respondent. He was also the 
polling agent of the petitioner and he admitted , " on_1987.clmuma 00609 
molejow102m2" . He was thereupon asked regarding the difference in 
the number of votes polled and the number of votes counted . His reply is: 
" TOJ 765 000218 00,008 /14 figures ou joom ofrojom . ommumu1e10007 
wº. Issued ballot papers Doddo Owºm00 29 Tem ", amloddo 

Am ] 600m om0750 Asmeses. He has not given any written com 
plaint. He further deposed : $10.9100 surogoma wmcz/900 recount 
comoamº sro Bouvojaus . Again , regarding the difference in the 
number of bundles, he was asked as to when he detected that there was such 
an irregularity. He answered: ഒടുക്കം കണക്കം tally ചെയ്യാതെ വന്നപ്പോ 
vorm mocow . cmom.com . It is not easy to understand how he came to 
the conclusion that a particular bundle had more than or less than 50 votes 
simply because certain figures did not ially in the final account. Accord 
ing to him the decision regarding invalid votes was taken by the counting 
supervisor. On the face of it that version is false because it was the Return 
ing Off cer who took the decision . In the revexamination when an attempt 
was made to correct the mistake he made in his statement during cross 
examination , he deposed : romum 70 Arsimelo 2001] . CASO.00 mm 
എന്താണ് പറയുവാൻ doom . . ( Q ) 268 jou muchdoo8 AMT A LA 357 ) 
Cafodo tallyOumle . അപ്പോൾ പിശകുണ്ടെന്ന് ഞാൻ മനസ്സിലാക്കി 
(Ans) I do not think that further discussion is required to show the 
unsatisfactory nature of the evidence of these two witnesses. P. W. 2 was 
the Assistant Returning Officer attached to that counting centre. He 
explained how doubtful votes were scrutinised , and rejected . He deposed 
that the otes secured by the respective candidates were never recorded in 
any black - board . - He admitted that he has not checked whether any bundle 
contained more than 50 or less than 50 ballot papers. I am satisfied that 
the irregularities spoken to by P. Ws. 18 and 19 cannot be accepted . 

15. In the Vadakkekkara segment, the petitioner s case is spoken to by 
P. Ws. 8 and 13. Besides the disputes regarding the number of bailot 
papers included in the respective bundles he deposed that 75 postal votes 
were not counted and that he made an oral complaint." He was the counting 
agent at the centraltable. I am not, in the least, impressed by his evidence. 
P. W.13 was both the counting agent and the polling agent and the polling 
agent ofthe petitioner . He repeated the usual version ofthe difference in the 
number of ballot papers in each bundles. He is alleged to have made a 
complaint to the Returning Officer, and according to hins , the Returning 
Officer examined only two or three per cent of the votes. It could be seen 
that P. Ws. 8 and 13, apart from giving vague statement that some of the 
bundles of the petitioner contained more than 50 votes and that some of the 
burdles of the ist.respondent contained less than 50 votes and that doubtful 
ballot paperswere not properly scrutinised , were not in a position to say 
what exactly was the approximate number of such votes. It should also be 
noted that they could have deposed only regarding the irregularity , if any, 
that has occurred in the tables, to which they were attending respectively 
during the time of counting . On the basis of their cridesce it cannot be 


inferred that at every table in that counting centre all these irregularities 
were repeated . P. W. 7 was the Assistant Returning Of cer to that counting 
centre, and he deposed that doubtful votes were scrutinised , by him and 
that he did the test checking. He deposed that in certain bundles there was 
somemistake in number ." 2330090 ele bundlesm3 dz093fo : 03? 108 
കൂടുതലും ഉണ്ടായിരുന്നു . The process adopted by hin then was to place 
a slip in that bundle containing the correct number. He deposed that with 
respect to such bundles the final account was drawn up only cn the basis of 
the slips so attached recording the correct number. He deposed that he did 
not get any obiection regarding the counting and that nobody complained to 
him that certain bundles contained more than or less than 50 ballot papers . 
He also deposed that nobody objected to him in the matter of scrutiny of 
doubtful ballot papers as well. I ind no reason to disbelieve the evidence 
of P. W. 7, and I hold that the evidence adduced by P. Ws. 8 and 13 can 
not be accepted . 

16. The remaining counting centre is Perumbavoor. P. W.6 was 
the Assistant Returning Officer for that segment of the parliarrentary con 
stituency . He deposed that he conducted the test verification and that he 
did not come across any bundle containing more than or less than 50 ballot 
papers. According to him , there was a random checking of 10 % of the 
votes. He also deposed that in the matter of appointment of counting staff 
there was no special consideration . He deposed that regarding counting no 
complaint was given to him by anybody and that nobody raised any 
objection regarding Invalid votes or the number of votes contained in each 
bundle. The evidence of P. W. 6 does not support the petitioner s case and 
it has to be held that the petitioner, has not proved any irregularity in the 
counting of votes at the Perumbavoor counting centre also. 

17. . Though in a way I have dealt with the question of test verification 
while discussing the evidence of the witnesses, I may consider briefly that 
aspect separately P. W : 1, wbo ,is the District Collector and the Returning 
Officer for the entire Parliamentary constituency , admitted that there was 
no random checking made by him and that he only counted the postal votes. 
It should be noted that the actual counting of parliamentary votes was 
supervised by the Assistant Returning Officers deputed by the Collector to 
the seven counting centres of the Assembly coristituencies. So the random 
checking had to be done by the Assistant Returning Officers in charge of the 
supervision of counting of parliamentary votes, while counting the ballot 
papers of the parliamentary srginent in cach centre. The Returning Officer 
of Mala was not examined while the Assistant Returning Officers in the 
parliamentary segment of the other six assembly constituencieswere examined 
as P Ws. 2 to 7 of these places, it has already been pointed out by me that 
in four counting centres. the petitioner was leading by 12,000 votes . The 
random checking did not assugit any importance in these segments while 
adducing "evidence. Of the remaining three places where the petitioner 
suffered reverses, the Assistant Returning Officer ofMala was not examined . 
P.W. 4 , who is the Returning Officer Irinjalakuda, deposed that he 
conducted the test verification and he has never seen any bundle containing 


inore than 50 ballot papers or less than 50 ballot papers. There is no reason 
to disbelieve his evidence. The assistant Returning Officer of Kodungalloor 
was examined as P. W. 5. He also deposed that he conducted test veri 
fication even though he could not give the exact number from memory; but 
he was sure that when the test check was made the bundlcs examined 
contained only 50 ballot papers. I may also say that all Returning Officers 
examined deposed that complaints of this sortwere never raised before them 
by any candidates. There is thus no substance in the allegation of the peti 
tioner that test verification was not made. It may also be noted in this 
connection that the test verification provided in the Handbook issued by the 
Election Commission has as basis in any statute or rule and that the direction 
has been given only for the purpose of guaranteeing further the corrcetness 
in counting ballot papers.. 

18. The only o :her complaint of the petitioner is regarding the dis 
crepancies in thenumber of ballot papers. His complaint is two-fold . The 
first error pointed out is that the number of ballot papers issued in the 
various polling booths of a particular segment and the number of ballot 
papers actually found at the time of counting were different. The petitioner 
has also a complaint that the total number of assembly ballot papers found at 
the time of counting differed from the total-number of parliamentary ballot 
papers in the same segment. Regarding this matter also I have incidentally 
referred to the evidence available in the case while discussing the cither 
points . Regarding the alleged discrepancy in thenumber of ballot papers 
issued in the various polling bocths and the ballot papers found at the time 
of counting the petitioner has not chosen to adduce any satisfactory evidence. 
When the Returning Officers were examined they deposed that these details 
will be found in Form No. 16 and that the forms are kept in the treasury . 
The first part of Form No. 16 is filled up by the presiding officer who issued 
the ballot papers and the second part wul be filled up by the Returning 
Officer at the time of counsing, and if there is any discrepancy that will be 
noted by the Returning Officer in part 2. The petitioner never insisted upon 
the production of Form No. 16. It may not be out of place in mentioning 
in this context that the most serious discrepancy in numbers alleged by the 
petitioner is in the Angamaly segment; and sirengely enough it is in the 
Angamaly segment that the petitioner got 4,000 votes more than the 1st res 
pondent. Regarding the discrepancy in the number of assembly ballot papers 
and parliamentary ballot papers found at the timeof counting it is true that 
normally they may be equal." But P. W. 4, one of the Returi ing Officers 
deposed that it is not essential that the nu nber of ballot papers issued for the 
parliament and the assembly in the same polling station must accessarily be 
equal. He would for instance point out that a voter may choose to exercise 
his vote only in respect of one of the consi tuenciess, namely the Assembly of 
Parliament. Again , it is in evidence tiat some of the piling staff were 
permitted to castştheir votes ip the polling sooths to which they were attached . 
It is not, therefore , absolutely essential that the total number of assembly 
ballot papers and parliamentary ballot papers in the segmen : m ist be equal . 
Apart from that there is paucity of evideiice to show the actual number of 


lo 
the difference spoken to by the other counting agents of the petitioner when 
they were in the witness box . It may not be difficult to get the actual 
figure if the petitioner was serious because these details are available in the 
government offices concerned . Some of the counting agents have given the 
difference in the number while they were examined . For instance P. W. 8 
would say that at Vadakkakkara where he was a counting agent the difference 
was 150. P. W. 9 , who was the counting agent at Chalakudy mentioned 
the difference as 72 , P. W. 10 who was the counting agent of Irinjalakuda 
put the difference at 30. P. W. 14 , who was the counting agent at Mala 
did not speak of any number. P.W. 6 , who was the counting agent at 
Kodungalloor pointed out that the difference was 52. P. W. 18 the counting 
agent of the petitioner at Angamaly deposed that the difference exceeded 
1600. As I have already pointed out it is in the Angamaly segment that 
the petitioner got 4000 yotes in excess of the votes polled in favour of the 1st 
respondent. I am , not, therefore, prepared to accept the number spoken to 
by P. W. 18. I was referring to the numbers spoken -to by these witnesses 
only for the purpose of showing that even if their figures are accepted in their 
entirety the total cannot approach anywhere near the excess margin secured 
by the 1st respondent at the time of the final counting of votes. 

No other point was urged before me. The issue is found, against the 
petitioner. 

19. Issue No. 4. In view of the finding on issue No. 2 , and 3 the 
petitioner is not entitled to any of the relief prayed for in the petition . 

* In the result, the election petition is dismissed with costs of the 1st 
respondent. Advocate s fee is fixed at Rs. 500. 

The Office will communicate the substance of this decision to the 
Election Commission and to the Speaker of the Lok Sabha. It shall also 
send an authenticated copy of this decision , to the Election Commission as 
soon as it is ready, as provided in section 103 of the Representation of the 
people, 1951. 


. 


15th November , 1977 . 


( Sd .) 
N.D.P. NAMBOODIRIPAD , 

Judge. 
By order, 

( Sd .) 
V. NAGASUBRAMANIAN, 
Secretary to the Election Commission 


of India : 
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 


Nirvachan Sadan , 

Ashok Road , 
New Delhi- 1 . 


ORDER 


No. KL -LA / 139/77 . 

Dated, 1st April, 1978 / 

Chaitra 11, 1900 (Saka) . 
Whereas the Election Commission satisfied that Shri I. Stuwart 
Kadamonvila House, Irumpil. Neyyattinkara, District Trivandrum , Kerala 
State, a contesting candidate for the general election to the Kerala 
Legislative Assembly from 139. Neyyattinkara Assembly Constituency beld 
in March , 1977 has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the 
Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices has not given 
any reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is 
further satisfied that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

Now , therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the 
Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri I. Stuwart 
to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being , a member of either 
House of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council 
of a State for a period of three years from the date of this order . 


By order , 

(Sd .) 
V. NAQASUBRAMANIAN , 

Secretary to the 
Election Commission of India. 
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 


Nirvachan Sadan , 
Ashok Road, 
New Delhi- 1 . 


ORDER 


No. KL -LA /117 /77. 

Dated , 31st March 1978 / 

Chaitra 10 , 1900 (Saka ). 
Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Puthoor Mahesh , 
Durga Sadan , Puthoor P. O., Kottarakara, District Quilon , Kerala State , a 
contesting candidate for general election to the Kerala Legislative Assembly 
from 117-Kottarakara Assembly Constituency held in March , 1977, has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, has not given 
any reason or explanation fir the failure and the Election Commission is 
further satisfied that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

Now , therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the 
Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri Puthoor Mahesh 
to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being , a member of either 
House of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council 
of a State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 


By order , 

( Sd .) 
V. NAGASUBRAMANIAN , 

Secretary to the 
Election Commission of India. 


G. 716 
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വിജ്ഞാപനം 
.No . Ess: C2-18000 /78. 

2ain April 1978 
( ഡായിംഗ്, ( പിൻറിംഗ് ടെക്നോളജി, കാഫറാ 

ഗ്രൂപ്പുകളിൽപ്പെട്ട കേരളാ ഗവൺമെൻ 

സാങ്കേതിക പരീക്ഷ , ആഗസ്ററ് , 1978 
( ഡായിംഗ്; ( പിൻറിംഗ് ടെക്നോളജി, ( കാഫ്ററ് ഗ്രൂപ്പുകളിൽപ്പെടുന്ന 
താഴെ കൊടുത്തിട്ടുളള വിഷയങ്ങൾക്ക് കെ.ജി.ടി. പരീക്ഷ 1978 ആഗസ്റ്റ് മാസ 
അത്തിൽ ഈ വിജ്ഞാപനത്തോടനുബന്ധിച്ച് കൊടുത്തിട്ടുളള ടൈംടേബിൾ 
അനുസരിച്ച് നടത്തുന്നതായിരിക്കും. (റാററൻവർക്ക , മാറമേക്കിംഗ 
എന്നീ വിഷയങ്ങൾ ഒഴികെയുളള എല്ലാ വിഷയങ്ങളിലും ലോവർ ഭഗഡിലും, 
ഹയർ ( ഗഡിലും പരീക്ഷ ഉണ്ടായിരിക്കും. റാട്ടൺവർക്ക , മാറാ” മേക്കിംഗ് 
എന്നീ വിഷയങ്ങൾക്ക് ലോവർ, വയർ, എന്നിങ്ങനെ c ഗഡ് തിരിച്ച് പരീക്ക 
ഉണ്ടായിരിക്കുന്നതല്ല . 

I വിഷയങ്ങൾ 
( ഡായിംഗ് (ഗൂപ്പ്: 

ഫീഹാൻഡ് ഔട്ട്ലൈൻ ആൻ ജേഡർ at ഡാ:ത് . 
2. ജോമടിക്കൽ L ഡായിപ്പ 
3. പെയിൻറിംഗ 
4. . മോഡലിംഗ് 
5. . എൻ ഗവിംഗ് 

6 , 1 ഡിസൈൻ 
( പ്രിൻറിംഗ് ടെക്നോളജി ഗ്രൂപ്പ്: 

കമ്പോസിറ9 * സ് വർക 
2. ! ( കൂഫറീഡേഴ്സ് വർക് 
3 , ബുക്ക് ബൈൻഡിംഗം 
4 . മെഷീൻ വർക്കും 
5 . പസ്സ് വർക് 
. (പിൻറ9ംസം വെയർഹസ്വക 
7. , ടപ്പ്കാസ്റ്ററിംഗ 

8 : സീരിയോ ടൈപ്പിംഗ് 
( കാഫ്റ്റ് ഗ്രൂപ്പ്: 

1. റീഡിൽ വർക്ക് ആൻറ° യസ മേക്കിംഗ 
2. എം ( ബായ്ഡറി 
3. ടൈലറിംഗ്, 
4. - കാർപൻററി 
5 .: സമിതി 
6 ,. റാററർവർക്കും 
1. ഹാൻഡ്ലൂം വീവിംഗ് ആന്റം, സ എന്നിംഗ 

8. മാററം മേക്കിംഗ് 
G; 821 . 


1 , 


ഏതെങ്കിലും അംഗീകൃത ഇൻഡസ്ട്രിയൽ ഇൻസ്ററിറമ്പ്യൂട്ടിൽനിന്നും 
നിശ്ചിത പാഠ്യപദ്ധതിയനുസരിച്ചുളള , പാനം പൂർ :തിയാക്കിയവർക്ക 
മാതമേ ( ക : ഫ °ററ് ഗ്രൂപ്പിൽ ഉളള വിഷയ 6012ളിൽ പരീക്ഷയ്ക്ക് ചേരുവാൻ 
അർഹതയുണ്ടായിരിക്കുകയുളളു . ഒരംഗീകത സ്ഥാപനത്തിൽ നിന്നും 
പ്രസ്തുത പഠനം പൂർത്തിയാക്കിയതായി ആ സ്ഥാപനത്തിന്റെ മാനേജരിൽ 
നി ന്നോ , സാങ്കേതികവിദ്യാഭ്യാസ ഡയറക്ടർ അധികാരപ്പെടുത്തിയിട്ടുളള മററ 
ഉദ്യോഗസ്ഥൻമാരിൽനിന്നോ ; വാങ്ങിയിട്ടുളള സർട്ടിഫിക്കററ് അപേക്ഷയോ 
ടൊപ്പം ഹാജരാക്കേണ്ടതാണ്. 

എന്നാൽ ബന്ധപ്പെട്ട വിഷയങ്ങളിൽ ഒരംഗീകത 
സ്ഥാപനത്തിൽനിന്നും നിശ്ചിത പഠനം പൂർത്തിയാക്കുന്നതിൽനിന്നും ഒഴി 
വാക്കപ്പെട്ടുകൊണ്ടുളള സാങ്കേതിക വിദ്യാഭ്യാസവകുപ്പു ഡയറക്ടറുടെഉത്തരവ് 
ഹാജരാക്കുന്നപക്ഷം ഗവൺമെൻറ് അ 8 ° ധഗവൺ മെൻറ് സ്ഥാപനങ്ങളിലെ 
ജീവനക്ക് ആക്കം :( കാഫ്ററ് ഗ്രൂപ്പിൽ ഉളള വിഷ യാദൾ , .. പരീക്ഷയ്ക്ക് 

പവററായി ചേരുവാൻ അപേക്ഷിക്കാവുന്നതാണ്. ( ഡായിംഗ് ഗ്രൂപ്പിലും, 
പിൻറിംഗ് ടെക്നോളജി ഗ്രൂപ്പിലും ഉളള വിഷയങ്ങൾക്ക് പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥി 
കൾക്ക് പവററായി ചേരാവുന്നതാണ്. 

ഏതെങ്കിലും ഗ്രൂപ്പിൽ ഉളള വിഷയങ്ങൾക്ക് ഒരിക്കൽ ഹാജരാവുകയും 
എന്നാൽ തോൽക്കുകയും ചെയ്തിട്ടുളളവർക്ക്. മററ്, വ്യവസ്ഥകൾക്ക് വിധേ - t 
. യമായി, അതേ വിഷയത്തിലും, c| ഗഡിലും വീണ്ടും പരീക്ഷയ്ക്ക്ചേരുവാൻ 
അ പക്ഷിക്കാവുന്നതാണ്. അങ്ങനെയുള്ളവർ അവരവരുടെ അപേക്ഷയുടെ 
ബന്ധപ്പെട്ട കാളത്തിൽ നേരത്തെ പരീക്ഷയെഴുതി രജിസ്ററർ നൻ ം വർഷ 
വും cfഖപ്പെടുത്തേണ്ടതാണ്. എന്നാൽ 1967 നവമ്പറിലോ,. 1967 ഫെബ്രുവരി 
യിലും അതിനുമുൻപോ, ( കാഫ്ററ് ഗ്രൂപ്പിലുള്ളവിഷയങ്ങളിൽ പരീക്ഷയ്ക്ക് 
ചേരുകയും, തോറുപോവുകയും ചെയ്തിട്ടുളളവ 3 ° വീണ്ടുംഅതേ വിഷയ 
ങ്ങളിൽ പ്രക്ഷയ്ക്ക്ചേരുവാൻ അനുവാദമുണ്ടായിരിക്കുന്നതല്ല . 

2. പരീക്ഷാഫീസ് വിവരം 
( എ ) പരീക്ഷാഫീസ് താഴെ കാണിച്ചിട്ടുളള വിധമായിരിക്കും: 
ലാവാം( ഗഡ 

രൂപ 15 ( പതിനഞ്ചുരൂപ) 
ഹയർ ( ഗഡ 

(ഇരുപതുരൂപ) 
റാററൻവർ , " മാററ“ മേക്കിംഗ് എന്നീരണ്ടു വിഷയങ്ങൾക്ക് പ്രത്യേകം 
g(ഗഡ് ഇല്ല . "ഹയർ ഗഡിന് അടയ്ക്കേണ്ട ഫീസാണ് മേൽപ്പറഞ്ഞ രണ്ടു 
വിഷയങ്ങൾക്കും അടയ്ക്കേണ്ടത്. 

( ബി ) പരീക്ഷാഫീസ് അടയ്ക്കേണ്ടതീയതികളുടെ വിവരം 

ഫെനില്ലാതെ ഫിസടയ്ക്കേണ്ടഅവസാന തീയതി 19-5-1978 ആണ്. ഓരോ 
അപേക്ഷയ്ക്കും ഒരു രൂപാ നിരക്കിൽ ഫൊടു കൂടി25-5-1978 വരെ ഫീസട 
യ്ക്കാവുന്നതാണ്. നിശ്ചിത തീയതിക്കുശേഷം ഫീ അടച്ചിട്ടുള ചെലാൻ 
രസീതുകൾ സ്വീകരിക്കുന്നതല്ല . - പൂർണ്ണരൂപത്തിലുളള, അപേക്ഷാഫാറങ്ങൾ 
2-6-1978 വകുന്നേരം അഞ്ചുമണിക്കു മുൻപ് പരീക്ഷാ കമ്മീഷണറാഫീസിൽ 
കിട്ടിയിരിക്കണം. നിശ്ചിത സമയത്തിനുശേഷം ലഭിക്കുന്നഅപേക്ഷകൾ നിര 
സിക്കുന്നതായിരിക്കും. 

( സി ) പരീക്ഷാഫീസ്, പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥിയുടെസ്വന്തം പേരിൽ "07.7 Edn . 
B Scco.cary ( 2) A Examination Fccs എന്ന ഡഡിൽ സം സ്ഥാനത്തെ 
ഏതെങ്കിലും അവ ite:d ൻ ” ( 5 :ഷറിയിൽ അടച്ച് ചെലാൻ രസീത് ഓരോ അപേ 
ക്ഷയോടുമൊന്നിച്ചു പോയിരിക്കണം. സംസ്ഥാനത്തിനുപുറത്തുള്ളഏതെങ്കിലും 
ls ഷറിയിലോ, സ്റേറററ് ബാങ്കിന്റെ ശാഖകളിലാ പരീക്ഷാഫീസ് അടയ്ക്കു 
ന്നവർ 1077 3 secondary (a) 1 Examination rces, I.S.S.A to the Kerala 
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State ” എന്ന ഹാഡിൽആണ് ട്യ ° ia ", യാതൊരു കാരണവശാലും 
പാീക്ഷാഫീസു് പണമായിട്ടോ മണ്ഡല , ജിജോ, .10 സ്ററൽ r ഡർ 
ആയിട്ടോ ഈ ആഫീസിൽ സ്വീകരിക്കുന്നതല്ല . 

( ഡാ ഒന്നിൽകൂടുതൽ പരീകാർത്ഥികളുടെ പേരിൽ ഒരുചിച്ച് പരീ 
ക്ഷാഫീസ് അടച്ചിട്ടുളള ചെലാൻ രസീതുകൾ സ്വീകരിക്കുന്നതല്ല . ഓരോപരീ 
ക്ഷാർത്ഥിയുടെയും പേരിൽ പരീക്ഷാഫീസ ടാറിയിരി. ടച്ചിട്ടുള 

ലാ ൻ രസീതുകൾ ഓ രോ അപേക്ഷ യോടു മാന്നിച്ച് ഉണ്ടായിരിക്കേണ്ടതാണ് 
(കാഫ്ററ് ഗ്രൂപ്പ് വിഷയങ്ങൾ പാടിപ്പിക്കുന്നതിനായി സാങ്കേതികവിദ്യാ സ 
ഡയറക്ടറുടെ അംഗീകാരം ലഭിച്ചിട്ടുള്ള സ്ഥാപനങ്ങളുടെ മേധാവികൾകം" 
അവരുടെ സ്ഥാപനത്തിലെ പരിക്ഷാർത്ഥികളുടെ അ പാ ഫാവും, ലാൻ 
രസീതും ശേഖരിച്ച് ഈ ആഫീസിലേക്ക് അയക്കാവുന്നതാണ്. മേൽപ്പറഞ്ഞ 
(പകാരം സാങ്കേതിക വിദ്യാഭ്യാസ ഡയറക്ടറുടെ അഗീകാരം ലഭിക്കാത്ത 
സ്ഥാപനങ്ങൾ മ ഖ . ലഭിക്കുന്നഅപേക്ഷകൾ സ്വീകരിക്കു ന്നതല്ല . 

( ഇ ) പരീക്ഷാഫീസ് യാതൊരു കാരണവശാലും തിരി 5, യ കൊടുക്കുന്ന 
തോ മറെറാരു പരീക്ഷക്കായി വകകൊള്ളിക്കുന്നതോ അല്ല. 

(എഫ് ഫീസ് സൗജന്യത്തിന് അർഹതയുളളവർ; 
: ( I) പട്ടികജാതി- പട്ടികവർഗ്ഗക്കാർക്കും, കുഡുംബി സമുദായക്കാർക്കും 
ഈ വിഭാഗങ്ങളിൽ നിന്ന് മതപരിവർത്തനം നടത്തിയിട്ടുളള വാക്കുംഓരോവിഷ 
യത്തിനും പ മ വധി രണ്ടു പരീക്ഷകൾക്ക്" ഫീസർസൗജന്യം ഉണ്ടായിരിക്കും. 
ആദ്യപരീക്ഷയെഴുതിമൂന്നുവർഷത്തിനുളളിൽആണെങ്കിൽമാത്രമേ രണ്ടാം പാ 
വശ്യം . സൗജന്യത്തിന് അർഹതയുണ്ടായിരിക്കുകയുളളു . ഇതിനായി ഒരു 
ചാൻസം സാട്ടിഫിക്കററ് ഹാജരാക്കാറുണ്ട്. 

ചാവ് സ 

സ കട്ടിഫിക്കററിനെ 
സംബന്ധിച്ച് വിശദവിവരങ്ങൾ താഴെഉപഖണ്ഡിക (3 ) ൽ വിവരിച്ചിട്ടുണ്ട്. 
മേൽപ്പറഞ്ഞ സൗജന്യം ലഭിക്കുന്നതിന് തഹശീൽദാരിൽനിന്നോ, മററു ബന്ധ 
പ്പെട്ട അധികാരികളിൽനിന്നോ, വാങ്ങിയ ജാതി തെളിയിക്കുന്നതിനുളള സാക്ഷ്യ 
പ്രതം ഓ രോ അപേക്ഷയോടുമൊന്നിച്ച് ഹാജരാക്കിയിരിക്കണം. വിദ്യാഭ്യാസ 
യോഗ്യത തെളിയിക്കുന്നതിനുള്ള സർട്ടിഫിക്കറ്റിൽ ജാതി രേഖപ്പെടുത്തിയിട്ടു 
ണ്ടെങ്കിൽ മേൽപ്പറഞ്ഞി, പ.കാരം ജാതി സർട്ടിഫിക്കററ് ഹാജരാക്കേണ്ടതില്ല . 

(2) തിരുവനന്തപുരം : ( ശാ ചിതാഹോറിലെ , അന്തേവാസികൾക്ക് 
തുടർച്ചയായി രണ്ടു പരീക്ഷാകൾക്കാർ ഫീസ സൗജന്യത്തിന് അർഹതയുണ്ട്. 
ഇതിനായി പരീക്ഷാർതഥി, ( ശി ചത്. ഹേ മിലെ ഒരന്തവാസിയാണെന്നും, 
പരീക്ഷക്കാ” അപേക്ഷിക്കുന്നത് " ആദ്യത്തെ തവണയാ രണ്ടാമത്തെ തവണയാ 
എന്നും. കാണിക്കുന്ന സാക്ഷ്യപത്രം ശി ചിതാഹാം സൂപ്രണ്ടിൽനിന്നും 
വാങ്ങി ഒാരോ അപേക്ഷയോടുമൊപ്പം ഹാജരാക്കേണ്ടതാണ്. 

മററു പിന്നോക്ക വിഭാഗക്കാർക്ക് ഫീസ് സൗജന്യം 

ഉണ്ടായിരിക്കുന്നത് . 
(3 ) . സാങ്കേതിക വിദ്യാദ്യാസ വകുപ്പിന്റെ അംഗീകാരമുള സ്ഥാപനങ്ങ 
ളിൽ നിന്നും പരീക്ഷക്ക് അയക്കുന്ന പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥികളെ, സംബന്ധി 
ച്ചിടത്തോളം, ആ സ്ഥാപനത്തിന്റെ മേധാവിയിൽ നിന്നും, പവാറായി , 
പരീക്ഷക്ക് ചേരുന്നവരെ സംബന്ധിച്ചിടത്തോളം, ഗസറാഡ്, ആഫീസ 3 മാർ), 
എം . പി . എം , എൽ, എ ., ഹൈസ്ക്കൂളിൻറയും ടയിനിംഗ് സ °ക്കളു 
കളു " യും ( I ധാവികൾ , ഉപജില്ലാ വിദ്യാഭ്യാസ ആഫ1.1vാമാർ എന്നിവരിൽ 
നിന്നുമാണ് ( ചാവിസ്, സാട്ടിഫിക്കററാ ഹാജരാക്കേണ്ടത്, 


്യൻ 

തവണ നീസ് ന്യത്തിന 
അപേക്ഷിക്കുന്നവർക്കുളള ചാൻസ് സർട്ടിഫിക്കറ്റിന്റെ മാതൃക, 
( ശ്രീ / ശീമതി . 

. പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥി 
യുടെ പേര്) 1978 ആഗസ്ററ് മാസത്തിലെ കെ . ജി . ടി . പരീക്ഷയ്ക്ക 

വിഷയവും ( ഗഡും) 
അപേക്ഷിക്കുന്നത് ആദ്യത്തെ പ്രാവശ്യമാണ്. 
2. രണ്ടാമത്തെ തവണ ഫീസ് സൗജന്യത്തിന് അപേക്ഷിക്കുന്ന 
വർക്കുളള ചാൻസ് സർട്ടിഫികാററിന്റെ മാതൃക. 

പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥി 
യുടെ പേര്) 1978 ആഗസ്ററ് മാസത്തിലെ കെ ., ജി , ടി . . പരീക്ഷയ്ക്ക 

: ( വിഷയവും ഗഡും) 
അപേക്ഷിക്കുന്നത് രണ്ടാമത്തെ പ്രാവശ്യമാണ്. 197 . 
( വർഷവും മാസവും) പരീക്ഷയ്ക്കാണ്ആദ്യമായി അപേക്ഷിച്ചത്, 

മുൻപ് പരീക്ഷയ്ക്ക് ചേരുവാൻ അപേക്ഷിക്കുകയും എന്നാൽ 
രാകാതിരിക്കുകയും ചെയ്യുന്നത്. ഒരു ചാൻസ് ആ കണക്കാക്കും. 
"III , പരീക്ഷയ്ക്ക് അപേക്ഷിക്കുന്നതിനുളള 

വിദ്യാഭ്യാസ യോഗ്യതകൾ 


ശീ/ ശീമതി .. 


ല 


ഹാജ 


: ഹയർ 


ലോവർ # ഗഡിന് : 
മൂന്നാം ഫാറമോ, എട്ടാം സ്ററൻഡാർഡോ ( പഴയ സ്കീം ) ഏഴാം 
സ്റാൻഡാർഡോ(പുതിയ സ്കീം ) ഇവയിൽഏതെങ്കിലും പരീക്ഷ പാസാ 
യിരിക്കേണ്ടതാണ്: 
ഹയർ cr ഡിന : 

ഹാൻ. ഡ്ലൂം വീവിംഗും സ്പിന്നിംഗും ഒഴികെയുളള വിഷയങ്ങൾക്ക 
എ സ ". എ സ് . എ ൽ , സി ... പര ക്ഷ , പാസായിരിക്കുകയോ, ബന്ധപ്പെട്ട 
വിഷംഅടൻറ് ലാവർ ( ഡ " പരീ, ക്ഷ പാസായിരിക്കുകയോ വേണം. 
T 05 ° : ഹൻഡച്ചു . വീവിംഗും സ്പിന്നിംഗും 

e( ഗഡ 
പരീക്ഷയ° ക്കു ചേരുന്നവർ നിർബന്ധമായും, ആ വിഷയത്തിന്റെ 

ലോവ 3 ( ഗഡ് പരീക്ഷ പാസായിരിക്കേണ്ടതാണ്. 
* പൊയ് ൻറിംഗ ഹയ ക ( ഗഡിന അപേക്ഷിക്കുന്നവർ, ഓയിൽ 
കളാണോ വാട്ടർ കളറാണോ ഉപയോഗിക്കുന്നതെന്ന് അപേക്ഷയിൽ വ്യക്ത 
മാക്കണ്ടതാണ്. 

എസ്. എസ്. എത്. സി . യോ തത്തുല്യമായ മറേറതെങ്കിലും പരീക്ഷയം, 
പാസായിട്ടില്ലാത്തവർ, അവരുടെജനനത്തീയതിയും വിദ്യാഭ്യാസ യോഗ്യതയും 
തെളിയിക്കുന്നതിനുളള ഒരു സർട്ടിഫിക്കററ്, അവർ അവസാനമായി , പഠിച്ചി 
രിന്നതോ, ഇപ്പോരം പാടിക്കുന്നതോ ആയ. വിദ്യാഭ്യാസ സ്ഥാപനത്തിൻറ 
. മലധ കാരിയിൽ നിന്നും വാങ്ങിഅപേക്ഷയോടൊന്നിച്ച് ഹാജരാക്കേണ്ടതാണ്, 
സ് ആൾ രാഡ്മിഷൻ രജിസ്റാറിന്റെ പ്രസക്ത ഭാഗത്തിന്റെ സാക്ഷ്യപ്പെടു 
അതിയ പകർപ്പും, വിടുതൽ സർട്ടിഫിക്കററും, ജനനത്തീയതിയും, വിദ്യാഭ്യാസ 
യോഗ്യതയും തെളിയിക്കുന്നതിനുള്ള രേഖകളായി സ്വീകരിക്കപ്പെടുന്നതാണ്. 


ഗവൺമെൻറ പ്ര s to ഗവൺമെൻറ് സ്ഥാപനങ്ങളി 

ജീവന 
ക്കാർക്കും, പവററ് സ്ഥാപനങ്ങളിലെ ജീവനക്കാർക്കും താഴെ പറയുന്ന 
വ്യവസ്ഥകൾക് 

വിധേയമായി കെ.ജി.ടി. പരീക്ഷയ് ക്ക് - ( കാഫ്ററ് 
ഗ്രൂപ്പിനു പവേശനത്തിന്അപേക്ഷിക്കാവുന്നതാണ്." ( G.O.Rt. 2933/76{ G . 
Edn. dated 11-7-1976 ) 
. :(I ) . ഒരംഗീകൃത സാങ്കേതിക വിദ്യാഭ്യാസ സ്ഥാപനത്തിൽ നിന്നും 
നിശ ചിത് പാഠ്യപദ്ധതിയനുസരിച്ചുള 

പഠനം പൂർത്തിയാക്കുന്നതിൽ 
നിന്നും ഒഴിവാക്കിക്കൊണ്ടു . സാങ്കേതിക വിദ്യാഭ്യാസ ഡയറക്ടറുടെ 
ഉത്തരവും അപേക്ഷയോടൊപ്പം ഹാജരാക്കിയിരിക്കണം. 

( 2) "അപേക്ഷകർക്ക് അപേക്ഷ അയയ്ക്കുന്ന തീയതിയിൽ അവരവരുടെ 
ഡിപ്പാർട്ടുമെൻറിൽ ബന്ധപ്പെട്ട വാക്കായി രണ്ടുവർഷത്തിൽ കുറയാത 
യുളള സേവനപരിചയംഉണ്ടായിരിക്കണം, 
IV അപേക° വ് സമർപ്പിക്കുന്നതിനെ സംബന്ധിച്ചുളള 

പൊതു നിർദ്ദേശങ്ങൾ 
; പരീക്ഷാഫീസ് (ട്രഷറിയിൽ അടയ്ക്കേണ്ടതും, അപേക്ഷ സമർപ്പിക്കേ 
ണ്ടതും ഈ വിജ്ഞാപനംഅനുസരിച്ചായിരിക്കണം. അല്ലാത്തവ സാധുവായി 
രിക്കുന്നതല്ല . 

ഈ വിജ്ഞാപനത്തോടൊന്നിച്ച് അനുബധ ധമായി : ചേർത്തിട്ടുള്ള 
മാതൃകാ ഫോറത്തിൽ വേണം. അപേക്ഷിക്കേണ്ടത്. പരീക്ഷാ കമ്മിഷണറുടെ 
സെകട്ടറി , തിരുവനന്തപുരം.14 , (Secretary to the Commissioner for 
Government Examinations, Trivandrum - 14 .) എന്ന ഈ വിലാസത്തിലാണ 
അപേക്ഷ അയയ്ക്കേണ്ടത്, അപേക്ഷ അയയ്ക്കുന്ന കവികളുടെ പുറത്ത് 
: " കെ ജി.ടി. പരീക്ഷ (( ഡായിംഗ്, " പിൻറിംഗ് ടെക്നോളജി, ( കാഫ്ററ് 

ആഗസ ററ് 1978 എന്ന് രേഖപ്പെടുത്തിയിരിക്കണം. 
ഓരോഅപേക്ഷയോടുമൊന്നിച്ച് സമീപകാലത്ത് എടുത്ത (ആറുമാസ 
ങ്ങൾക്ക്മുൻപല്ലാതെ) രണ്ടു 

പാസ്പോർട്ട് സൈസ് ഫോട്ടോ ഉണ്ടായിരി 
,കണം. അവ താപേക്ഷയിൽ നി 33 c ശിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന സാന് ഒട്ടിച്ച്, 
അധികാരപ്പെട്ട ആൾ സാക്ഷ്യപ്പെടുത്തിയിരിക്കണം. യാതൊരു കാരണവശാലും 
ഫോട്ടോയിൽ റബ്ബ 3 സ്ററാമ്പ്പതിക്കാൻ പാടില്ല . 
നോട്ട് :-- സാങ്കേതിക വിദ്യാഭ്യാസ വകുപ്പിന്റെ അംഗീകാരം സി 3 ° ധിച്ചിടു 

ഇൻ ഡസ്ട്രിയൽ സ്കൂളുകളിൽ നിന്നും പരീക്ഷയ്ക്ക് അയയ് 
ക്കുന്ന വിദ്യാർത്ഥികളെ, സംബന്ധിച്ചിടത്തോളം 

തവരുടെ 
ഫോട്ടോകൾ പ്രസ്തുത സ്ഥാപനത്തിനും czലധികാരിക 
സാക്ഷ്യപ്പെടുത്താവുതാണ്. മററുളളവർ, കേന്ദ സ വീ 
സിലോ, സംസ്ഥാന സർവീസിലോ ഉള ഗസറ്റഡ 

2032 
ഗസ്ഥൻ മാർ, എ , പി . , എം എൽ എ , ഹസൗക . കാടയോ, 
ടയിനിംഗ് സ്കൂളുകളുടേയോ ചെഡ്മാസ . , ഉപജില്ലാ 
വിദ്യാഭ്യാസ ആഫീസർമാര് ഇവരി ൽ ആരെങ്കിടും , കൊണ്ട്, 

ഫോട്ടോകൾ സാക്ഷ്യപ്പെടുത്തിയിരിക്കാം. 
"അപേക്ഷ അയയ്ക്കുന്നതിന് രണ്ടു പ്രത്യേക ഡി റ്. പേപ്പർ ഉപയോഗി 

ണ്ടുതാ ഒന്ന് അപേയാ ഫാറരത്തിനും, മറാത് ഫോട്ടോകൾ പതിക്കുന്ന 
. തിനും. അഡ്മിഷൻടിക്കറ്റെറായി ഉപയോഗിക്കേണ്ട 80 ഗ്. പരീക്ഷാ കേന് 
ിൻറ പേര്, പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥിയുടെ പേര്, പരീക്ഷയ്ക ഹായരാകുന്ന 


ഈ 


വിഷയങ്ങളും ഗഡും, അപേക്ഷയിൽ എഴുതിയതുപോലെതന്നെ, ( ശ്രദ്ധയോടു 
കൂട്ടി പൂരിപ്പിക്കേണ്ടതാണ് . പരീക്ഷ വർക്ക് ചേരുന്ന , വിഷയങ്ങൾ , ഈ 
വിജ്ഞാപനത്തിൽ നമ്പർ I ആയി ചേർത്തിട്ടുളളതുപോലെതന്നെ അപേക്ഷ 
യിലും വ്യക്തമായി എഴുതേണ്ടതാണ്, 

ഒരേ ഗ്രൂപ്പിൽ തന്നെയുള്ള ഒന്നിലധികം. വിഷയങ്ങൾക്ക് അപേക്ഷ സ 
ന വർ ഒരു അപേക്ഷ മതംമ അ യ യ ° ക്ക വു . എന്നാൽ ഒന്നിലധികം ഗ്രൂപ്പ 
കളിൽ ഉളള വിഷയങ്ങൾക്ക് അപേക്ഷിക്കുന്നവർ ഓരോ ഗ്രൂപ്പ് നും , ( പം ത്യകം 
പത്യേകം അപേക്ഷകൾ അയയ° g ക്കണ്ടതും, അപേക്ഷയോരാടാന്നിച്ച് വച്ചിരി 
ക്കേണ്ട രേഖകൾ പ്രത്യേകംഓരോ അപേക്ഷയോടുംമാനിച്ച് വച്ചിരിക്കേണ്ടതു 
മാണ്. 

ഉദാ: ( ഡ യ ംഗ് ഗ്രൂപ്പിലെ ഒരു വിഷയത്തിനോ, എല്ലാ വിഷയങ്ങൾ 
ക്കും 55 , ഒരു അപേക്ഷ അയച്ച ൽ മതിയാകുന്നതാണ്. ( ഡാ യിംഗ് ഗ്രൂപ്പിലും, 
"( കാഫ്ററ് ഗ്രൂപ്പ് ലും ഉളളഓരോ വിഷയത്തിനോ എല്ലാ വിഷയങ്ങൾക്കുമാ 
അപേക്ഷിക്കുന്നവർ, ഓരോ ഗ്രൂപ്പിനും, പ്രത്യേകം പ്രത്യേകംഅപേക്ഷകൾ 
അയക്കേണ്ടതാണ്. 

വിജ്ഞാപനത്തിന അനസുതമല്ലാത്തതും, നനതയുള്ളതുമായ 
അപേക്ഷകൾ , മുന്നറിയിപ്പ് കൂ > തെ നിരസിക്കുന്നതായ രിക്കും 

അപേക്ഷാഫാറങ്ങൾ ഈ ആഫീസിൽനിന്നും നൽകുന്നതല്ല . ടൈപ്പ 
ചെയ്തതോ, വൃത്തിയായി എഴുതിയതോആയ അപേക്ഷാഫാറങ്ങൾ ഉപയോഗി 
ക്കാവുന്നതാണ്. 

ജനനതീയതി, വിദ്യാഭ്യാസയോഗ്യത .മുതലായവ തെളിയിക്കുന്നതിനുളള 
/ രേഖകളുടെ സാക്ഷ്യപ്പെടുത്തിയ പകർപ്പും അപേക്ഷയോടൊന്നിച്ച് ഹാജരാക്കി 
യിരിക്കണം. മേൽപ്പറഞ്ഞ രേഖകളുടെ അസലുകൾ അപേക്ഷയോടൊന്നിച്ച് 
അയ 5 -ത്. . ഖ 3ളുടെപകർപ്പുകൾ , ഗസററഡ് ആഫീസർമാർ, എം . പി . 
എം . എൽ, എ ., ഹൈ സ്കൂളുകളുടേയും, ഇടയിനിംഗ്- സ്കൂളുകളുടേയും 
ഹെഡ്മാസ്ററർ മാർ , ഉപജില്ലാ വിദ്യാഭ്യാസ ആഫീസർമാർ ഈ വരിൽ ആരെങ്കിലും 
സാക്ഷ്യപ്പെടുത്താവുന്നതാണ്. 

( കാഫ്ററ് ഗ്രൂപ്പിൽ ഉൾപ്പെടുന്ന വിഷയങ്ങൾക്ക് അപേക്ഷിക്കുന്ന പരീ 
ക്ഷാർത്ഥികൾ അവരുടെഅപേക്ഷയോടൊന്നിച്ച്, തങ്ങൾ പഠിച്ചിരുന്ന അംഗീ 
കത ഇൻഡസ്ട്രിയൽ സ്ക്കൂളിന്റെ മേലധികാരിയിൽനിന്നും, നിശ്ചിത 
വിഷയത്തിൽ നിശ്ചിത പാഠ്യപ 6 °ധതി അനുസരിച്ചുളള പഠനം പ്രസ്തുത 
അംഗീകത സ്ഥാപനത്തിൽനിന്നും പൂർത്തിയാക്കിയിട്ടുണ്ടെന്നുള്ള സർട്ടി 
ഫിക്കറൊ ഹാജരാക്കേണ്ടതാണ്. 

ഹാൻഡ്ലൂം വീവിംഗ് ആൻറ് സ്പിന്നിംഗ് ലോവർ c[ ഗഡിനു ചേരു 
ന്നവർ തങ്ങളുടെ അപേക്ഷയോടൊന്നിച്ച്, 24 " x 24 " , സൈസിലുളള രണ്ടു 
സാമ്പിളുകൾ ഹാജരാക്കേണ്ടതാണ്. തറിയുടേയും,തുണിയുടേയും വിശദവിവ 
രങ്ങൾ സാമ്പിളിൽ രേഖപ്പെടുത്തിയിരിക്കണം. • പ്രസ്തുത. സാമ്പിളുകൾ 
പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥികൾതന്നെ സ്വന്തമായി ചെയ്തതാണെന്ന് അവർ പഠിച്ചിരുന്ന 
സ്ഥാപനത്തിൻറയോ, സാമ്പിൾ തയ്യാറാക്കിയ ഫാക്ടറിയുടേc ബാ ; മേലധി 
കാരി സൂക്ഷപ്പെടുത്തിയിരിക്കണം. പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥിയുടെ പേരും, പരീ കാ 
കേന്ദ്രവും സാ.വിളിൽ വ്യക്തമായി രേഖപ്പെടുത്തിയിരിക്കണം." 

"ഹയർ cl ഗഡ്: "ഹാൻഡ്ലൂം വീവിംഗും. സ്പിന്നിംഗും പരീക്ഷ 
എഴുതുന്ന പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥികൾ കുറഞ്ഞത്മൂന്നു സാമ്പിളുകൾ താഴെ പറയുന്ന 
കാത്തിൽ മുകളിലത്തെ ഖണ്ഡികയിൽ രേഖപ്പെടുത്തിയിരിക്കുന്ന രീതിയിൽ 
സാക്ഷിപ്പടുർത്തി ഹാജരാക്കേണ്ടതാണ്. (fwo dobby woven and one jack 


1 


quard woven borders all over pattern 24 " 24 " each neatly mounted 
furnisliing . he looni and particulars of Cloth in full ). പരീക്ഷാകേന്ദ്രത്തിൻറ 
പേരും, നമ്പരും വ്യക്തമായി ഓതേ തുണ്ടിലും രേഖപ്പെടുത്തിയിരിക്കേണ്ട 


താണ് 


t 


t 


ഓരോ അപേക്ഷയുംബന്ധപ്പെട്ട രേഖകളും, പ്രത്യേകം പ്രത്യേകമായി 
താഴെ പറയുന്ന കമത്തിൽ അടുക്കിതുന്നി കെട്ടിയിരിക്കണം. 

) . അപേക്ഷ 
2. ഐഡൻറിഫിക്കേഷൻ സർട്ടിഫിക്കററും അഡ്മിഷൻ ടിക്കറ്റും. 
3. ചെലാൻ രസീത് ( ഫീസ് സൗജന്യം തളളവരെ സംബന്ധിച്ചിടത്തോളം 

ജാതി തെളിയിക്കുന്നതിനുളള രേഖകൾ , പാൻസ്, സർട്ടിഫിക്കററ് 
മുതലായവ ). 
വയസ്സ്, വിദ്യാഭ്യാസ യോഗ്യത എന്നിവ തെളിയിക്കുന്നതിനുള 
സാക്ഷ്യപ്പെടുത്തിയ രേഖകൾ . 

V പരീക്ഷാകേന്ദ്രങ്ങൾ 
പരീക്ഷാകേന്ദ്രം 

സ്ഥലവും പേരും 
1 കണ്ണൂർ 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് ടയിനിംഗ് സ്കൂൾ ഫോർ 

മെൻ കന്നുർ, 
2 തലശ്ശരി 

ബി.ഇ. എം . പി , ഹൈസ്ക്കൂൾ, തലശ്ശേരി. 
: 3 കോഴിക്കോട 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് " ഹൈസ്ക്കൂൾ ഫോർ ഗേൾസ്, 

കോഴിക്കോട്, 
4 പാലക്കാട് 

ബി , എ . എം , ഹൈസ്കൂൾ, പാലക്കാട് . 
ചെർപ്പുളശ്ശേരി 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഹൈസ്ക്കൂൾ, 

ചെർപ്പുളശ്ശേരി. 
കുന്നംകുളം 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഹൈസ്ക്കൂൾ ഫോർ 

ബോയ്സ്, കുന്നംകുളം. 
? ത്യശ്ശൂർ 

മോഡൽ ഹൈസ്കൂൾ ഫോർ ഗേൾസ്, 

തൃശ്ശൂർ. 
8 വടക്കൻ പാവുർ 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഹൈസ്ക്കൂൾ ഫോർ 

ബോയസം. വടക്കൻ പറവൂർ. - 
9 ആലുവ 

"ഗവൺമെൻ, ഹൊസ്ക്കൂൾ, ആലുവ 
10 . എറണാകുളം 

ഗവൺമെന്റ് ഹൈസ്ക്കൂൾ, ഫോർ ഗേൾസ്, 

എറണാകുളം. 
li , ആലപ്പുഴ 

മുഹമ്മദൻസ് ഹൈസ്ക്കൂൾ ഫോർ 

c ബായ്സ്, ആലപ്പുഴ. 
12 " തൊടുപുഴ 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഹൈസ്കൂൾ ഫോർ 

ബോയ്സ്, തൊടുപുഴ( കാഫ്ററ് ഗ്രൂപ്പ് 

മാ ( തം ) ; 
13 കോട്ടയം 

ഗവൺമെന്റ് മോഡൽ ഹൈസ്കൂൾ, 

കോട്ടയം, 
14 ചങ്ങനാശ്ശേരി 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഹൈസ്ക്കുൾ, ചങ്ങനാശ്ശേരി , 
15 , ചെങ്ങന്നുർ, 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഹൈസ്കൂൾ ഫോർ ഗേൾസ 

ചെങ്ങന്നൂർ. 
16 - അടാർ 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഹൈസ്കൂൾ ഫോർ ഗേൾസ്, 
അടൂർ 


6 


ീക്ഷാക 


g tം 


17 കൊട്ടാരക്കര 

ൺമെൻറ് കോസ് മാർ ഗ ce "; 

കൊട്ടാരക്കര . 
18 കരുനാഗപ്പളളി 

ഹൈസ്ക്കൂൾ ഫോർ ഗേൾസ്, കരുനാഗപ്പള്ളി 
19 കൊല്ലം 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് ബേസിക് ട്രയിനിംഗ 

സ്ക്കൂൾ, കൊല്ലം 
25 ആറ്റിങ്ങൽ 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഹൈസ്കൂൾ ഫോർ 

ബോയ്സ്, ആറ്റിങ്ങൽ 
21 തിരുവനന്തപുരം 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഹൈസ്കൂൾ ഫോർ 

ബോയ്സ്, ചാല , തിരുവനന്തപുരം 
22 തിരുവനന്തപുരം fi ഗവൺ മെൻറ് തമിഴ് ഹൈസ്ക്കൂൾ, ചായ, 

തിരുവനന്തപുരം 
23 തിരുവനന്തപുരം III ഗവർമെൻറ് ഹൈസ്ക്കൂൾ ഫോർ 

ബോയ്സ് കരമന, തിരുവനന്തപുരം 
24 നെയ്യാററിൻകര 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് മോഡൽ ഹൈസ്കൂൾ ഫോർ 

ബോയ്സ്, നെയ്യാററിൻകര - 
ഏതെങ്കിലും പരീക്ഷാകേന്ദ്രത്തിൽ രജിസ്റർ ചെയ്യുന്നവരുടെഎണ്ണം 
നൂറിൽ കുറവാണെങ്കിൽ, പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥികളെ സമീപത്തുളള മറെറാരു പരീക്ഷാ 
കേന്ദ്രത്തിൽ പരീക്ഷയ്ക്കു ഹാജരാകുവാൻ ആവശ്യപ്പെടുന്നതാണ്. അത് 
പോലെ തന്നെ ഒരു പരീക്ഷാകേന്ദ്രത്തിൽ -ഏകിലും വിഷയത്തിന് ഹാജരാ 
കേണ്ടവരുടെഎണ്ണം വളരെ കുറവാണെങ്കിൽ അവരെ സമീപത്തുളള മറെറാരു 
പരീക്ഷാ കേന്ദ്രത്തിൽ പരീക്ഷയ്ക്കു ഹാജരാകുവാൻ ആവശ്യപ്പെടുന്നതുമാണ്. 

മുകളിൽ കാണിച്ചിട്ടുളള ലിസ്ററിൽ ഇല്ലാത്ത സ്കൂളുകൾ പരീക്ഷാ 
കേന്ദ്രങ്ങളായി തിരഞ്ഞെടുക്കാൻ പാടുളളതല്ല . ഒരു പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥി 
യാ 6 താരു കാരണവശാലും ഒന്നിലധികം പരീക്ഷാകേന്ദ്രങ്ങൾ തിരഞ്ഞെടുക്കാൻ 
പാടുളളതല്ല : . : 

ഒരിക്കൽ തിരഞ്ഞെടുത്ത പരീക്ഷാകേന്ദ്രം മാററുന്നതിനുളള അപേക്ഷകൾ 
പരിഗണിക്കുന്നതല്ല . മറെറാരു കേന്ദ്രത്തിൽ അവരെ പരീക്ഷയ്ക്കിരുത്തുന്നതു 
മല്ല . 

അപേക അയച്ചതിനു ശേഷം ഉബാകുന്ന മേൽവിലാസത്തിലുളള മാറ 
അങ്ങൾക്ക് ഈ ആഫീസിന് യാതൊരു ഉത്തരവാദിത്വവും ഉണ്ടായിരിക്കുന്ന 
തല്ല . തങ്ങൾക്കുളള തപാലുകൾ റീ ഡയറക്ട് ചെയ്തു കിട്ടുന്നതിനുളള 
ഏർപ്പാടുകൾ അവരവർ തന്നെചെയ്യേണ്ടതാണ്, 

VI പരീക്ഷയെ സംബന്ധിക്കുന്ന പൊതു നിർദ്ദേശങ്ങൾ 
പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥികൾക്കുളള അഡ്മിഷൻ ടിക്കറുകൾ അതാതു പരീക്ഷാകേ 
( ന്ദത്തിലെ ചീഫ് സൂപണ്ട് നേരിട്ട് വിതരണംചെയ്യുന്നതാണ്. അഡ്മിഷൻ 
ടിക്കററ് വാങ്ങുവാൻ പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥി തന്നെ പരീക്ഷാകേന്ദ്രത്തിൽ നേരിട്ടു ഹാജ 
രാകേണ്ടതാണ്. പരീക് തുടങ്ങുന്നതിനു മൂന്നു ദിവസംമുൻപ്, 

ചീഫ് 
സൂപ്രണ്ടിൽ നിന്നും അഡിഷൻ ടിക്കറ് വാങ്ങേണ്ടതാണ്. പരീക്ഷ എഴു 
തുന്ന സമയത്ത്അഡ്മിഷൻ ടിക്കററ് പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥിയുടെപക്കൽ ഉണ്ടായിരി 
ക്കേണ്ട •, ചീഫ് സൂപാ, അസിസ്ററൻറു സൂപത്തോ, പരീക്ഷയു 
മായി ബന്ധപ്പെട്ട് മററ് അധികാരികളോ ആവശ്യപ്പെടുമ്പോൾ കാണിക്കേണ്ടതും 
ആകുന്നു .. ആഡ്മിഷൻ കിക്കുറ 

ഇല്ലാത്തവരെ പരീക്ഷയ്ക്കു 


കൈവശം 


പർവശിപ്പിക്കുന്നതല്ല . പഴമീഷൻ ടിക്കററ നഷ്ട്ടപ്പെട്ടുപോയാൽ, പ 
ക്ഷാർത്ഥി പരീക്ഷാ കമ്മീഷണറാഫീസിലേക്ക്അപേക്ഷിക്കേണ്ടതും, ഡി 
ക്കററ് അഡ്മിഷൻ ടിക്കറ്റ് വാങ്ങി പരീക്ഷാസമയത്ത് കൈവശം വയല : 69 , 
തുമാണ്. അഡ്മിഷൻടിക്കറെറ ( ഒറിജിനാലോ, ഡികോറോ) ഒകൈവശം 
ഇല്ലാത്ത പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥികളെപരീക്ഷയ്ക്ക്പ്രവേശിപ്പിക്കുവാൻചീഫ് സൃ്യ പ 
ണ്ടൻമാർക്ക് അധികാരം ഉണ്ടായിരിക്കുന്നതല്ല . പരീക്ഷാഫലം പ്രസിദ്ധീക 
രിച്ച് സർട്ടിഫിക്കററുകൾ വാങ്ങുന്നതുവരെഅഡ്മിഷൻടിക്കറ്റുകൾ അവരവ 
തന്നെ സൂക്ഷിക്കേണ്ടതാണ്. പ്രായോഗിക പരീക്ഷയ്ക്കുവേണ്ടി പ്രത്യേകം 
അഡ്മിഷൻടിക്കറ്റ് നൽകുന്നതല്ല . \ , 

തൃപ്തികരമായ കാരണങ്ങളിൽ പരീക്ഷാകമ്മീഷണർ ക്കു ബോധ്യമാകുന്ന 
പക്ഷം ഡിക്കേററ് അഡ്മിഷൻ ടിക്കറ്റുകൾ നൽകുന്നതാണ്. ഇതി 
വണ്ടിരൂപാ (അഞ്ചുരൂപ) "077 B (e) other receipts എന്ന ഹെഡ്ഡിൽ (32 
റിയിൽ അടച്ച് ചെല്ലാൻ രസീതു സഹിതം അപേക്ഷിക്കേണ്ടതാണ്, പാസ്സ 
പോർട്ട് സൈസ് ഫോട്ടോ പതിച്ചു സാക്ഷ്യപ്പെടുത്തിയി 

അഡ്മിഷൻ ടിക്ക 
ററിൻറ ഫാറവും ഈ അപേക്ഷയോടൊന്നിച്ച് ഹാജരാക്കണം. 

ഒരേസമയം നടക്കുന്നരണ്ടു പരീക്ഷകൾക്ക് ഏതെങ്കിലും പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥി 
ചേരുന്ന പക്ഷം അതിന്റെ ഉത്തരവാദിത്വം ഡിപ്പാർട്ടുമെൻറു വഹിക്കുന്നതല്ല . 
ഒരേ വിഷയത്തിന്റെ തന്നെ ലോവറും ഹയറും ഗഡുകൾക്കുംഒരേസമയംതന്നെ 
എഴുതുവാൻ ആരെയും അനുവദിക്കുന്നതല്ല . 

: 
. ചോദ്യപേപ്പറുകൾ ഇംഗ്ലീഷിലും മലയാളത്തിലുമുളളത് പരീക്ഷാഹാളിൽ 
വിതരണംചെയ്യും. പരീക്ഷ എഴുതുവാനുളള മീഡിയം ( മാദ്ധ്യമം) അപേക്ഷാ 
യുടെനിശ്ചിത കാളത്തിൽ രേഖപ്പെടുത്തിയിരിക്കണം. 

പകർച്ച വ്യാധികൾ ഉളളവരെ പരീക്ഷയ്ക്കു പ്രവേശിപ്പിക്കുന്നതല്ല . 

പരീക്ഷാ സെന്ററിലേയ്ക്ക് അയച്ചുകൊടുക്കുന്ന പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥികളുട 
വിശദവിവരങ്ങൾ രേഖപ്പെടുത്തിയിട്ടുളള എ ലിസ്ററ് അഡ്മിഷൻ ടിക്കറ് 
വാങ്ങുമ്പോൾ ചീഫ് സൂപത്തിന്റെ സഹായത്തോടുകൂടി പ്രാർത്ഥികൾ 
പരിശോധിക്കേണ്ടതും തങ്ങളുടെ പേര്, ഇനിഷ്യൽ, ജാതി, മതം, മറ്റുവിവ 
ങ്ങൾ ഇവയിൽ തിരുത്ത് ആവശ്യമുണ്ടെന്ന് തോന്നുന്ന പക്ഷം ആയത് രേഖാ 
മൂലം ചീഫ് സൂപണ്ടിനെ അറിയിക്കേണ്ടതുമാണ്. 

. പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥികൾക്കാവശ്യമുളള റൂളർ , റബ്ബർ, പനാകഞ്ഞി, പേന, 
പെൻസിൽ, മഷി, മാത്തമാറ്റിക്കുക: ഇൻസ്ടുമെൻറ് മുതലായവ അവരവർ 
തന്നെ കൊണ്ടു വരേണ്ടതാണ്. പരീക്ഷയ്ക്കാവശ്യമുളള ഡായിംഗ് & 
"പരീക്ഷാഹാളിൽ പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥികൾക്കു നൽകുന്നതാണ്. 

. പായോഗിക പരീക്ഷയ്ക്കാവശ്യമുള: പരണങ്ങൾ പാ" :14: 2:4 ° 42ീകൾ 
തന്നെ കൊണ്ടുവരേണ്ടതാണ്. 

(പ്രായോഗിക പരീക്ഷയ്ക്കായി പരമാർത്ഥികളുടെഉപയോഗത്തിനായി . 
ഉപകരണങ്ങൾ നൽകപ്പെടുന്ന പക്ഷംഅവ വള 5 ശ 3° ധയാടുകൂടി കൈകാ 
ചെയ്യേണ്ടതാണ്. അ ശദ്ധകാജാമറ്റോ ഉണ്ടോ. ന്ന റ ie. മുഴുവനാ 
പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥിയിൽ നിന്നുംഈടാകരുന്നതാണ്. 

നിശ്ചിത സമയത്തിന് അഞ്ചു മിനിട്ടിനു മുർ.. :31) 12 കി.: 8 9 : 1 
കൾ പരീക്ഷാഹാളിൽ അവരവരുടെ സ.മാനങ്ങളിൽ ജയി::: 59:31 . 
പരീക്ഷ തുടങ്ങി അരമണികൂര്ആകാം - 7ം 1st) ... കാഹ് വ 
പോകുന്നതിന് അനുവദിക്കുന്നതല്ല . ( 2: lt n - 2 ർ 797 ൽ വന്ന 
പരീക്ഷയ് ക്ക് പഠിപ്പിക്കുന്ന , 

G. 2/3 , 


1 


- 10 


1 . 


ാരക്കടലാസ് തിരിച്ചേൽപ്പിക്കാതെ ..ആരേയും തന്ന 

പരീക്ഷാഹാ 
വിട്ട് പുറത്തു പോകാൻ അനുവദിക്കുന്നതല്ല . 

ഒരിക്കൽ പുറത്തു പോയ പരീകാർത്ഥിയെ വീണ്ടും പരീക്ഷാഹാളിൽ 
പ്രവേശിപ്പിക്കുന്നതുമല്ല .", " . 
പരീക്ഷാഹാളിൽപൂർ . നിശബ്ദത പാലിക്കേണ്ടുതാണ്. 

സൂററ്, ബുക്ക്, ബുക്കുകളുടെ. ഭാഗങ്ങൾ , വരയിട്ടപേപ്പർ, എന്തെങ്കിലും 
എഴുതിയിട്ടുളള പേപ്പർ, ഇവ യാതൊന്നുംതന്നെ പരീക്ഷാഹാളിൽ കൊണ്ടുവരാൻ 
പാടില്ലാത്തതാകുന്നു . ഈ നിയമം ലംഘിക്കുന്നവരേയും; മററുളളവരുമായി 
സംസാരിക്കുകയോ, റേറതെങ്കിലും മാർഗ്ഗത്തിൽ ആശയവിനിമയം നടത്തു 
കയോ ചെയ്യുനാവരേയും, മററു പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥികളുടെ ഉത്തരക്കടലാസിൽ 
നിന്നും പകർത്തി എഴുതാൻ ശ്രമിക്കുന്നവരേയും, അപമര്യാദയായി പെരുമാറു 
ന്നവരയും, പരീക്ഷാഹാളിൽ നിന്നുംഅപ്പോൾ തന്നെ പുറത്താക്കുന്നതും, അവ് 
രുടെ വിവരങ്ങൾ , ശിക്ഷണ നടപടികൾ സ്വീകരിക്കുന്നതിനായി പരീക്ഷാകമ്മീ 
ഷണറു. ട് സെക്രട്ടറിക്ക്റിപ്പോർട്ട് ചെയ്യുന്നതുമായിരിക്കും. 

ചോദ്യക്കടലാസിൽ യാതൊന്നുംതന്നെ എഴുതാൻ പാടില്ല . ചോദ്യക്കടലാ 
സല്ലാതെ മറ്റു യാതൊരു കടലാസ്സും: പരീക്ഷാ ഹാളിനു പുറത്തു കൊണ്ടു 
പോകാ:) പാടില്ല . , പരീക്ഷാഹാളിൽവച്ച് ഏതെങ്കിലും തരത്തിലുളള കടലാ 
സുകൾ കീറുന്നതിനോ, ത e ലും മററും ഇടുന്നതിനോ പാടുളളതല്ല. 

പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥികൾക്കു നൽകുന്നഉത്തരക്കടലാസിന്റെ രണ്ടു വശത്തും എഴു 
താവുന്നതാണ്. ഈ തു സംബന്ധിച്ചുളള കൂടുതൽ വിവരങ്ങൾ പരീക്ഷാ 
ഹാളിൽ നൽകുന്നതായിരിക്കും. 

, പരീക്ഷ എഴുതുന്നതിന് നിശ്ചയിക്കപ്പെട്ടിട്ടുളള സമയത്തിൽ കൂടുതൽ 
ഉപയോഗിക്കുവാൻആരേയ , അനുവദിക്കുന്നതല്ല . 

പരീക്ഷ എഴുതിക്കഴിഞ്ഞം ഉത്തരക്കടലാസുകൾ അസിസ്ററൻറ് സു പ 
" ണ്ടിനെ ഏല്പിക്കുന്നതിനായി പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥികൾ അ വരവരുടെ സ്ഥാനങ്ങ 
ളിൽ എഴുന്നേററും നിൽകേണ്ടതാണ്. പരീക്ഷാഹാളിലുളള അസിസ്ററൻറ് 
സൂപണ്ട” അവരിൽ നിന്നും ഉത്തരക്കടലാസുകൾ വാങ്ങുന്നതായിരിക്കും: 

ഉത്തരക്കടലാസുകൾ അതിന്റെ ഇടതുവശത്ത്മുകൾവശത്തായി തുന്നിക്കെ 
ട്ടുകയോ, പിൻചെയ്യുകയോ വേണം. 

പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥിയുടെ പേരോ പരീക്ഷാ കേന (ഭത്തിന്റെ പേരോ 
ന്നുംതന്നെ ഉത്തരക്കടലാസിൽ എഴുതാൻ പാടുളളതല്ല.. അങ്ങനെയുളള ഏതെ 
ങ്കിലും വിവ ? . C എഴുതിയിട്ടുളള ഉത്തരക്കടലാസുകൾ പരിശോധിക്കാതെ 
നിരസിക്കുന്നതായിരിക്കും.. 

ചീഫ് സുപണ്ടിനോടും അസിസ്ററൻ സുപ്രണ്ടുമാരോടും, പരീക്ഷ 
യുമായി ബന്ധപ്പെട്ട മറ്റ് അധികാരികളോടും അപമര്യാദയായി പെരുമാറുന്ന 

യും , പരീക്ഷയിൽ കമക്കേടുകൾ കാണിക്കുന്നവരേയും, ക്രമക്കേടുകൾ 
കാണിക്കുവാൻ 3 ( ശമിക്കുന്നവരേയും പരീക്ഷാഹാളിൽ നിന്നും പുറത്താക്കു 
നതും, അവരെതുടർന്നുളള പരീക്ഷയിൽ എഴുതുവാൻ അനുവദിക്കാത്തതുമാ 
കുന്നു . മററു പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥികളിൽ നിന്നും പകർത്തി എഴുതുവാൻ ( മിക്ക 
ന്നതും, പകർത്തി എഴുതുന്നതിന് മററുളളവർക്ക് സൗകര്യം ചെയ്തു കൊടു ക്കു 
നതും, മററുളളവരുമായി സംസാരിക്കുന്നതും, എഴുതിയതോ, അടിച്ചു താ 

യ കടലാസുകൾ * കൈവം വയ്ക്കുന്നതും ( കമക്കേടായി കണക്കാക്ക ന 
.&ാണ്. പരീക്ഷാ ഹാളിൽവച്ചോ, പരീക്ഷ നടക്കുന്ന് സ്ഥാപന ത്തിൻറ് പരി 
തരങ്ങളിൽ വച്ചോ, പരീക്ഷയുമായി ബന്ധപ്പെട്ട ഉദ്യോഗസ്ഥൻമാരോട് അപ 
മര്യാദയായി പെരുമാറുന്നവരെചീഫ്സുപണ്ടംപരീക്ഷയിൽനിന്നും പുറത്താ 
ക്കുന്നതാണ്. 


യാതൊ 


ഈ വീ ” ഞാപനപ്രകാരം പരീക്കു യ ° ക്കു ചേർന്നിട്ടുള്ള എല്ലാ പരീക്ഷാർ 
ത്ഥികളും, പരീക്ഷയെ സംബന്ധിച്ച് നിലവിലുളളതാം. ഈ വിജ്ഞാപന 
ത്തിനുശേഷം ! പുറപ്പെടുവിക്കുന്നതുമായ എല്ലാ നിയമങ്ങളും അനുസരി 
കാൻ ബാദ്ധ്യസ്ഥരാണെന്ന് ഒരു കപ്പ് പരീക്ഷാ കമ്മീഷണർക്ക് നൽകി 
യിട്ടുളളതായി കണക്കാക്കുന്നതാണ്. 

പരീക്ഷയിൽ വിജയികളാകുന്നവരുടെ രജിസ്ററർ നമ്പറുകൾ എല്ലാ പരീ 
ക്ഷാകേന്ദ്രങ്ങളിലും, പരീക്ഷാ കമ്മീഷണറുടെ ആഫീസിലും, പിന്നീട 
(പസിദ്ധീകരിക്കുന്നതാണ്.. 

പരീക്ഷയിലെ തോൽവിയെ സംബന്ധിച്ചോ ഉത്തരക്കടലാസം പുന: 
പരിശോധിക്കുന്നതിനോ ഉളളം യാതൊരു അപേക്ഷകളും പരിഗണിക്കുന്നതല്ല . 
ഉൽക്കരടലാസ്സുകളുടെപുന:പരിശോധന അനുവദനീയമല്ല . 

പരീക്ഷയിൽ ( കമക്കേടുകൾ കാണിക്കുന്നവരുടേയും, അപമര്യാദയായി , 
പെരുമാറുന്നവരുടേയും, മേൽപറഞ്ഞിട്ടുള്ള നിയമങ്ങൾ ലംഘിക്കുന്നവരുടേയും 
പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥിത്വം റദ്ദുചെയ്യുന്നതും അ വരെ അവർ ചെയ്തകുററത്തിൻറ 
ഗൗരവം - അനുസരിച്ച് ഈ ബോർഡ് നടത്തുന്ന പൊതു പരീക്ഷകൾക്ക്ചേരു 
ന്നതിൽ നിന്നും സ്ഥിരമായോ, ഒരു നിശ്ചിത കാലയളവിലേയ്ക്ക് നിരോ 
ധിക്കുന്നതും ആകുന്നു . 

Time Table 
Notes.-- 1 . The time- fable published will be followed strictly. Even thouga 

after the publication of the time-table a holiday is declared on 
any day of the examination , the examination should be 
conducted according to the published time- ta ule unless altered 
otherwise from this office . 
Cand dates will not be allowed to ceme up for no.e than one of 
the subjects bracketed together for the same time on the same 
day in this suljoined table or for more than one grade of ine 
cxamination in the same subject at one and same session of the 

cxamination , 
Hours of Subject 

Gradc 

"Subdivision 
examination 
(1 ) ( 2 ) 

( 3 ) (4 ) 

21-8-1973 MoNDAY 
9a.m. to 12 noon Geometrical Drawin : 

Lower 
Dം . 

du . 

Higher do . 
2 p.m. to 4 p . m ; 

do.. 

Lower 
2 p.m. to 4.30 pm. 

do . 

Higher 

22-8-1978 TUESDAY 
10 a . m . to 1 p . m . Geometrical Drawing Lower 

III paper 
Do. 

dle . 

ali: Iicr 

do . 
2 p . m . to 4 p . m . 

do . 

Higher 

IV paper 


- 


of paper 


I paper 


Il paper 


do . 


പ 


1 


(1 ) 


(2) 


(3 ) 


23-8.1978 WEDNESDAY 


10 a... to 12 noon 


Lower 


I paper 


9.30 a.m. to 12 noon 
2 p.m. to 4 p.m. 
2 p.m , to 4.30 p.m. 


Frechand Outline and 
"Model Drawing 

do . 
do . 
do . 


do . 


Higher 
Lower 
Higher 


Il paper 


do , 


24-8-1978 THURDAY 


10 a.m , to 12 noon 


Lower 


III paper 


Freehand Outline and 
Model Drawing 

do . 

do . 
Embroidery 

do . 


8 a.m. to 12 noon 
2 p.m , to 4.30 p.m. 
2 p.m. to 4 p.m. 
2 p.m. to 5 p.m. 


do , 


Higher 
High - r 
Lower 
Higher 


IV paper 
Theory 
do . 


25-8-1978 FRIDAY 


Compositors work 


9 a.m , to 12 noon 

Do. 
Do. 


do . 
Embroidery 


Lower 
Higher 
Lower 


Du . 
2 p.m. to 5 p.m. 
2 p.m. to 4.30 p.B. 
2 p.m , to 5 p.m. 

Do. 
2 p.m. to 4 p.m. 


do . 
Design 

do : 
Embroidery 


Higher 
Lower 
Higher 
Lower 


Theory 

do . 
Practical 
Section 1 

do . 
I paper 

do . 
Practical 
Section 1 ] 

do . 
Theory 

do : 


do . 


Stereo typing 


. Do 


Higher 
Lower 
Higher 


do .. 


28-8-1978 MONDAY 


Design 


10 a.m. io Ip.m. 
9 a.m. to i p.m. 
10 a.m. to 12 noon 

Do. 
Do. 


Lower 
Higher 
Lower 
Higher 
Lower 


II разред 

do . 
Thcory 
do . 
do . 


do . 
Piess work 

do . 
Needle work and 
Dress making 
Machine work 

do : 
Needle work and 
Dress making 


2p.m. to 5 p.in. 


Do. 


Do. 


Lower 
Higher 
Lower 


do : 
do 
Practical 
Section I 


(1) 


( 2) 


( 3) 


(4 ) 


8 a.m. to 12 noon 
9 a.m. to 12 noon 


29-8-1978 TUESDAY 
Design 
Needle work and 
Dress making 
Type casting 

do. 
Design 


Higher 
Lower 


III paper 
Practical 
Section II 
Theory 
do . 


10 a.m. to 12 noon 

Do. 
2 p.m. to 6p.m. 
2 p.m. to 4 p.m. 
2.p.m. to 5 p.m. 


do . 
Higher 

do . 


III paper 


( contd .) 
Theory 

do . 
do . 


Lower 

do . 
Higher 


Do. 


8 a . , to 11 a.m. 


Tailoring 
Proof Readers work 

do . 
30-8-1978 WEDNESDAY 
Tailoring 
Painting 

do . 
Tailoring 


Lower 


8 a.m. to 12 noon 
10 a.m. to 12 noon 
2 p.m. to 5 p.m. 


do . 
Higher 
lower 


Practical 
Part I 
I paper 

do . 
Practical 
Part II 


31-8-1978 THURSDAY 


9 a.m. to 12 noon 
8 a.m. to 12 noon 
9 a.m. to 12 noon 


II paper 


Lower 
Higher 

do . 


Painting 

do . 
Needle work and 
Dress making 
Book Binding 

do . 
Painting 


do . 
Theory 


Do. 

Do. 
2 p.m. to 5 p.m. 


Lower 
Higher 


do . 
do . 


Lower 


Il paper 


Do. 


Higher 


Needle work and 
Dress making 

1-9-1978 FRIDAY 


( contd .) 
Practical 
Section I 


98.m. to 12 noon 

Do. 
Do. 


III paper 


2 p.m. to 5p.m. 


Painting 

Lower 
do . 

Higher 
Needlc work and 

do . 
Dress making 
Painting 

Lower 
do. 

Higher 
Printer s Warehouse work Lower 
do . 

Higher 
Tailoring 

do . 


Do 


do . 
Practical 
Section II 
III paper 
( contd .) 

do 
Theory 

do . 
do . 


2 p.in. to 4 p.m. 

Do. 
2 p.1 . to 5 p.m. 


14 


( 1) , 


( 2 ) 


( 3) 


( 4) 


IV - paper 


10 a.m. to 1 p.m. 

Do. 
Do. 


2-9-1978 SATURDAY 
Painting 
Smithy 
Tailoring 
Clay modelling 

do . 
Tailoring 


Higher 
Lower 
Higher 
Lower 
- Higher 


2 p.m. to 6 p.m. 
2 p.m. to 4 p.m. 
2 p.m. to 5 p.m. 
2 p.m. to 5 p.m. 


Practical 
Part I. 
I paper 

do . 
Practical 
Part II 


do . 


Higher 


Lower 


10 a.m. to 12 noon 
10 a.m. 1o 1 p.in. 
8 a.m.- to 12 no in 
I p.m. to 5 p.m. 

Do. 
2 p.m. to 5 p.m. 


Smithy 

4.9-1978 MONDAY 
Clay modelling 
Rattan work 
Clay modeNing 

do . 
do . 


Higher 
Lwer. 
Higher 


II paper 
Thcory 
II paper 

111 paper 
• Il paper 


( conid .) 
Theory 


9 a.m. to 12 noon 

Do. 
2p.m. to 5 p.m. 


Higher 
Lower 
Higher. 
Higher 


III paper 
Theory 
Ill paper 


(conid .) 
Theory 


Do.. 


Matmaking 

6-9-1918 WEDNESDAY 
Clay modelling 
Carpentry . 
Clay modelling 
Carpentry 

7 : 9-1978 THURSDAY 
Clay modelling 
Handloom Weaving and 
Spinning 
Engraving 

8-9-1978. Friday 
Engraving . 


10 a.m. to 12 noon 
9a : m . to 12 noon 

. 


Higher 
Lower 


IV paper 


Ihcory 


Do : 


do . 


Higher 
Lower 


do . 
I paper, 


2 p.m. to 6 p.m. 


10 a.m. to 12 noon 
2 p.m. to 6 p.m. 


Higher 
Lower 


I paper 
Il puper 


co . 


11-9-1978 MONDAY 
Engraving 


8a.m. to 12 roon 


Higher 


II paper 


( Pr.cical A ) 


2 p.m. to 6 p.m. 


do .. 


do . 


II paper 


(Practical B ) 


( 5 


II paper 


III paper 
III paper 


(1) ( 2 ) 

( 3) 
12-9-1978 TUESDAY 
7 a.in. to 1 p.m. Engraving 

Higher 

(Praciical C ) 
2 p.m , to 4 p.m. Engraving 

Lower 
2 p . 2. to 6 p.m. 

do . 

Higher 
7 .. പായോഗിക പരീക്ഷ 
"താഴെ പറയുന്ന വിഷയങ്ങളിൽ തിയറി പരീക്ഷയിൽ വിജയികളാകുന്ന 
പായോഗിക പരീക്ഷയ്ക്ക് ഹാജരാകേണ്ടതാണ്. 

1 , കാർപെൻററി . 
2. സ്മിത്തി 
3. റാട്ടൺ വാക്ക് 
4. | മാററമേക്കിംഗ 
5 ... ഹാൻഡ്ലൂം വീവിംഗ് ആൻറ് സ്പിന്നിംഗ് 
6. പ്രിൻറിംഗ് ടെക് നാളജി ഗ്രൂപ്പിലെ എല്ലാ വിഷയങ്ങളും. 
തീയറി പരീക്ഷയുടെഫലം പ്രഖ്യാപനത്തിനു ശേഷമായിരിക്കും, പ്രായോ 
ഗിക പരീക്ഷ നടത്തുന്നത്. 

( പാ.യോഗിക പരീക്ഷയുടെവിശദ വിവരങ്ങൾ കേരളാ ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഗസ 
ററിൽ പ്രസിദ്ധീകരിക്കുന്നതാണ്. (പത്യകം അറിയിപ്പുകൾ , ആർക്കും 
അയയ്ക്കുന്നതു . ത യറി , പരീക്ഷയുടെ4 ഫലപ്രഖ്യാപനത്ത നു . ശേഷം 
പായോഗിക പരീക്ഷയ്ക് അർഹത നേടിയവർ കാലാകാലങ്ങളിലുള്ള കേരളാ 
ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഗസററ് പരിശോധിച്ച്, (പായോഗിക പരീക്ഷയുടെ വിശദ 
വിവരങ്ങൾ അറിയേണ്ടതും അല്ലാത്ത പക്ഷം അവർക്ക് ലാൻസ് നഷ്ടപ്പെടുന്ന 
തുമാണ്. പ്രായോഗിക് പരീക്ഷയ്ക്ക് ഹാജരാകാതിരിക്കുകയോ, തോൽക്കു 
കയോ ചെയ്യുന്നവർ, വീണ്ടും പരീക്ഷയ്ക്ക് ചേരുന്ന പക്ഷം തിയറിക്കും; 
പാക്ടിക്കലിനുംചേരേണ്ടതാണ്. 

8. നോക്കിക്കഴിഞ്ഞ ഉത്തരക്കടലാസ് 

പരിശോധിക്കുന്നതിന് (Scrutiny) 
പരീക്ഷാഫലം പ്രസിദ്ധീകരിച്ച് 15 ദിവസത്തിനുളളിൽ, ഒരു പേപ്പറിന് 
... , 5 രൂപ ( അഞ്ചു രൂപ) എന്ന കമത്തിൽ " 077. B ( C ) other receipts എന്ന 

ഹെഡ്ഡിൽ പണമടച്ച് അസ്സൽചെലാൽ രസീത് സഹിതംഅപേക്ഷിച്ചാൽ 
ത യറി പേപ്പറുകൾ വീണ്ടും പരിശോധിക്കുന്നതാണ്. പരീക്ഷകൻ ഇട്ട മാർക്കു 
കൾ കൂട്ടിയതിൽ , തെറ്റിയിട്ടുണ്ടോ, ഏതെങ്കിലും ഉത്തരം നോക്കാം l വിട്ടു 
പോയിട്ടുണ്ടോഎന്നീ കാര്യങ്ങൾ മാത്രമായിരിക്കുംസൂക്ഷ്മ പരിശോധനയിൽ 
പരിഗണിക്കപ്പെടുന്നത്. അല്ലാതെ പരീക്ഷകൻ ഇട്ട മാർക്കുകൾ കുറഞ്ഞു പോയി 
ട്ടു ണ്ടാ , കൂടിപ്പോയിട്ടുണ്ടോഎന്നുള്ള കാര്യങ്ങൾ പുന: പരിശോധനയ്ക്ക് 
വിധേയമാക്കപ്പെടുന്നതല്ല . 

9. മാർക്ക് ലിസ്ററ് 
(077 B ( C ) Othrer receipts എന്ന ഹെഡ ഡ . ! 5 ( യൂം . അടച്ച അസ്സ 
ചെല്ലാൻ രസീതു സഹിതം അപേക്ഷിച്ചാൽ പരീക്ഷാഫലം (പ്രസിദ്ധീകരിച്ച 
തിനു ശേഷം മാർക്കു ലിസ്റ്റ് നൽകുന്നതാണ്. 


ക്കു 


10. പരീക്ഷാ ഫലങ്ങൾ, വില്പനയ 
077 B ( C) 0 hcr receipts എന്ന വെഡ്ഡിൽ 20 രൂപ അടച്ചു സൽ 
ചെലാൻ രസീത "സഹിതം 1-11-1978 ന് മുൻപ്അപേക്ഷിക്കുന്നവർക്ക് മുഴു 
ലൻ ഫലങ്ങളുടെയും ഒരു ( പതി പരീക്ഷാഫലം പ്രസിദ്ധീകരിക്കുന്ന ദിവസം 
തന്നെ അയച്ചുകൊടുക്കുന്നതാണ്. ഏതെങ്കിലും ചില കേന്ദളുടെമാത 
മായി ഫലം വിലയ്ക്കു ലഭിക്കുന്നതല്ല . 


പരീക്ഷാ കമ്മീഷണർ ആഫീസ്, 
തിരുവനന്തപുരം695014 . 


കെ , എ . അരവിന്ദാക്ഷൻ 
ഗവണ്മെന്റ് പരീക്ഷാ കമ്മീഷണറുടെ 

സെകട്ടറി - 


അനുബന്ധം 
ഡായിംഗ്, ( പിൻറിംഗ് ടെക്നോളജി, ( കാഫ്ററ് ഗ്രൂപ്പുകളിൽപ്പെട്ട 
കേരളാ ഗവൺമെൻറ് സാങ്കേതിക പരീക്ഷാ ആഗസ്ററ് 1978 


(പവേശനത്തിനുവേണ്ടിയുളള അപേക്ഷ . 


ഗസറ്റ് വിജയോം: നത്തിൻറ തീയതി, 


ഗ്രൂപ്പിന്റെ പേര 


1. പരീക്ഷാ കേന്ദ്രത്തിന്റെ പേരും സ്ഥലവും 


2. പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥിയുടെ പേര 

(a) മലയാളത്തിൽ 
( b). ഇംഗ്ലീഷിൽ - ( വലിയ അക്ഷരത്തിന്) 
( യോഗ്യത സർട്ടിഫിക്കറ്റിലേതു 

പോലെ) 


3. സ്ഥിരമായ മേൽവിലാസം 


4 , ശരിയായ തപാൽ മേൽവിലാസം 


രക്ഷിതാവിന്റെ പേര് 


6 : ജാതി-മതം 


( പട്ടിക ജാതി പട്ടിക വർഗ്ഗമായ 
രിക്ക് റ്യക്തമരാമം) 


ിദ്ധിക്കും . 

(റിവ് കാലം ) 


ജയിച്ച് പരീക്ഷകൾ, 


( 4) : ജനറൽ ( സർട്ടിഫിക്കറിന്റെ സാക്ഷ്യ 

പ്പെടുത്തിയ പകർപ്പ ഹാജരാക്കണം 
( b ) ടെക്നിക്കൽ 

വിഷയവും, 4 ഗഡും, വിജയിച്ച 
വർഷവും രേഖപ്പെടുത്തണം. സർട്ടി 
ഫിക്കറ്റിന്റെ സാക്ഷ്യപ്പെടുത്തിയ 

പകർപ്പ് ഹാജരാക്കണം) 
പരീക്ഷ എഴുതുവാൻ ഉദ്ദേശിക്കുന്ന വിഷയങ്ങൾ 

വിഷം 


el ഡ 


3 . 


. 10. - ഏത് അംഗീകത ഇൻഡസ്ട്രിയൽ - സ 

മുഖാന്തിരമാണോപരീക്ഷാർത്ഥി ഹാജരാകു 
ന്നത് ആ സ ° ളിന്റെ പേര്, അതോ 

പവററ്, സ്ററഡിയാ . 
11. അടച്ച പരീക്ഷാഫീസ്, സംഖ്യ, ചെലാൻ നമ്പറും 

തീയതിയും ( ഷറിയുടെ പേര്മുതലായവ 
12 . ഒരിക്കൽ പരീക്ഷയെഴുതി പരാജയപ്പെട്ടതാണ് 

ങ്കിൽ ആ പരീക്ഷയുടെ രജിസ്റാർ നമ്പരും, 

വർഷവും. 
13. മററ് വിശദ വിവരങ്ങൾ 

( പരീക്ഷ എഴുതുന്ന മീഡിയം, പരീക്ഷയ്ക്കു 
ചേരുന്നതിന് പ്രത്യേക ഉത്തരവുകൾ എന്തെ 
ങ്കിലും ഉണ്ടെങ്കിൽ അതിന്റെ വിശദ വിവര 
ത c ) " 


പതിൽ 


ക ളിൽ പറഞ്ഞിരിക്കുന്ന വിവരങ്ങൾ എല്ലാം സത്യമാണന്ന " stivati 

മാതിനാൽ പ്രതിജ്ഞ ചെയ്തുകൊള്ളുന്നു . 
G , 82/J . 
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15. അപേക്ഷാർത്ഥിയുടെഒപ്പ് 
16. സ്ഥലം 
11. തീയതി 

(പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥി നിശ്ചിത പഠനം പൂർത്തിയാക്കിയ ഇൻഡസ്ട്രിയൽ 
സ്ക്കൂളിന്റെ മേധാവി നൽകേണ്ട സർട്ടിഫിക്കറ്റ്) 
( ശി / ശീമതി . 

ഈ അപേക്ഷ പ്രകാരം 
അപേക്ഷിച്ചിട്ടുളള വിഷ 0 - ത്തിൽ വിഷയങ്ങളിൽ നിശ്ചിത പാഠ്യ പദ്ധതി. 
യനുസരിച്ചുളള പഠനം പൂർത്ത് യാക്കിയിട്ടുണ്ടെന്ന് ഇതിനാൽ സാക്ഷ്യപ്പെടു 
ത്തിക്കൊളളുന്നു . 


ഒപ്പ് 
ഒൗദ്യോഗിക സ്ഥാനം 
സ്ഥാപനത്തിന്റെ പേര 


സ്ഥലം : 
തീയതി : 


ഐഡൻറിഫിക്കേ ഷൻ സർട്ടിഫിക്കററ 
ഡായി. ഗ് ; ( പിൻറിംഗ് ടെക്നോളജി, -കാഫ്ററ്, ഗ്രൂപ്പുകളിൽ 
കേരള ഗവൺ മെൻറ് സാങ്കേതിക പരീക്ഷ ; ആഗസ്ററ്, 1978 

( അംഗീകത ഇൻഡസ്ട് യൽ സ്കൂളിന്റെ മേധാവി, ഗസാറ്ഡ് ആഫ 
സർമാർ, ഹൈസ്ക്കൂളിന്റേയും ഇടയിനിംഗ് സ്ക്കൂളിന്റേയും ഹെഡ് 
മാസ്ററർ മാർ; എം , പി ., എ . എൽ. ., അസിസ്ററൻറ് എഡ്യൂക്കേഷണൽ 
ആഫീസർമാർ മുതലായവർക്ക് ഈ സർട്ടിഫിക്കറ്റ് ഒപ്പിടാവുന്നതാണ്) . 
പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥിയുടെ പേര 
1. മലയാള ത്തിൽ : 
2. ഇംഗ്ലീഷിൽ : ( വലിയ അക്ഷരത്തിൽ) 

. - ഫോട്ടോ 

പതിക്കാനുള 
ജനന തീയതി : 

സ്ഥലം 
പൂർണ്ണ മേൽവിലാസം : 


ഫോട്ടോ ഗററ്റ് ചെയ്യുന്ന ഉദ്യോഗസ്ഥൻ 
പേരും, ഔദ്യോഗിക വിലാസവും, ഓഫീസ 

മുദയും ( ഫോട്ടോയിൽമുദപതിരുത്) 
(പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥിയുടെഒപ്പ് : 
• ഫോട്ടോ അററസ്ററ് ചെയ്യുന്ന 
ഉദ്യോഗസ്ഥന്റെ മുന്നിൽ വച്ചിടണം 


അററസ്ററ് ചെയ്യുന്ന 
ഉദ്യോഗസ്ഥൻ 
ഒപ്പ് ഫോട്ടോയുടെ 
പുറത്തിടണം 


(മുല) 
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അഡ്മിഷൻ ടിക്കറ 
( ഡായിംഗ്, ( പ്രിൻറിംഗ് ടെക്നോളജി, - (കാഫ്ററ് (ഗ്രൂപ്പുകളിൽ 

കേരള ഗവൺമെൻറ് സാങ്കേതിക പരീക്ഷ, ആഗസ്ററ് 1978 


പരീക്ഷാ കേന്ദ്രത്തിന്റെ പേരും സ്ഥലവും: 
പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥിയുടെ പേര് : 
1. മലയാളത്തിൽ : 
2 : ഇംഗ്ലീഷിൽ ( വലിയ അക്ഷരത്തിൽ) 
വിഷയങ്ങൾ 

alwow 


ഫോട്ടോ 
പതിക്കാനുളള 
സ്ഥലം 


5 . 

അററസ്ററ് ചെയ്യുന്ന 
6 , 
7 . 

ഉദ്യോഗസ്ഥൻറ 
പ്പ് ഫോട്ടോയുടെ 

പുറത്തിടണം 
dhാട്ടോ അററസ്റ്റ് ചെയ്യുന്ന ഉദ്യോഗസ്ഥന്റെ 
പേരും,ഔദ്യോഗിക മേൽവിലാസവും, ഓഫീസ്മുലയും 

( ഫോട്ടോയിൽമുലപതിക്കരുത്) 
പരീക്ഷാർത്ഥിയുടെഒപ്പ് : (ഉദ്യോഗസ്ഥൻറ മുന്നിൽ വച്ചിടണം) 
രജിസ്ററർ നമ്പർ 

(മുല) 
ഒാഫീസ് ഉപയോഗത്തിന് ; 
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PART 1 

GOVERNMENT COLLEGE , CHITTUR 

PROSPECTUS 1978-79 
1. The college will reopen on Thursday , the 1st June 1978 

2. The college offers instruction in the following courses of study under 
the University of Calicut : 
1. Pro -Degree Course (Two Years) 

Sanctioned 

Strength 
PART I - English 
PART II - Malayalam , Tamil, Hindi, Sanskrit or Arabic 
PART III- (i) Mathematics, Physics and Chemistry 

80 
(ii) Biology , Physics and Chemistry 

80 
( iii) Economics, Indi 

History one of the 
following : Logic or Psychology or Geography 
or Music or Tamil 

80 
fiv) Commerce, Commercial Correspondence and 

Commercial Geography, Book -keeping and 
Accountancy 

80 
II . B. A., B.Sc , B.Com . (Three Yoars) 
PART 1- ENGLISH 
PART II - ADDITIONAL LANGUAGE 

-Malayalam , Tamil, Hindi, Sanskrit or Arabic 
PART III -OPTIONAL SUBJECTS 

( a ) B. A. DEGREE COURSE 
Main Subsidiary 1 

Subsidiary II 
1. Economics Political Science 

Indian History 

50 
2. Philosophy Abnormal Psychology 

Social Psychology 30 
3. Malayalam Sanskrit 

15 
4 , Tamil 

Indian History . 
in Tamil 

10 
5. Geography Indian History 

Economics 

20 
6. Music Instrumental Music Musicology 

10 
(Veena ) 


Sanctioned 

Strength 
(b) B. Sc. Degree Course 
Main 

Subsidiary I Subsidiary II 
Mathematics Statistics 

Physics 

24 
Physics Mathematics Chemistry 

24 
3. Chemistry Mathematics Physics 

24 
4. Botany Chemistry Zoology 

24 
5. Zoology Chemistry Botany 

24 
(c), B. Com . Degree Course 
Optional Subject - Co -operati&n 

60 
III . M. A. ( Two Yeat Course ) 
Tamil Language and Literature 

- 15 
IV . M. Com . ( Two Year Course ) 
Special Subject : 
Group G - Financial Management 

15 
V .. Ph . D. Degree in Tamil (By Research ) 6 
3. Applications for admission to the Pre-Degree class should reach 
the Principal within 15 days of the pablication of the Kerala Government 
S.S.L.C. Results, 1978. Applications for admission to the Degree Classes 
should reach the Principal within 15 days of the publication of the results 
of the Pre -Degree Examination , 1978 and for M. A./M.Com . within 15 days 
of the publication of the results of the B. A./B . Sc./B . Com . Examination 
of 1978 of the University of Calicut. 

4 . Students who have not completed 14 years of age on 1st October 
1977 will not be admitted in the Pre-Degree Class." 

5. Application for admission should be made in the prescribed form 
which can be had from the college office on payment of a registration feee 

of Rs. 2. Postal orders will not be accepted. Course for which admission 
- is required should be clearly stated. 

6. Requisition for application forms by post must be accompanied by 
the registration fee of Rs. 2 and a self addressed cover (size 24 cm . x 11 cm .) 
sufficiently stamped for sending the same by registered post. Requests 
without these will not be considered . 

7 . No notice will be taken of the application incompletely filled up or 
illegibly written . Qriginal transfer and conduct certificates from the 
institution last attended should be produced at the time of admission . 
Guardians should accompany the students at the time of admmission . 

8. Applications for Pre-Degree /Degree/Post Graduate courses must 
contain a copy of the marks obtained at the S.S.L.C., the University Pre 
vious Examination or Pro Degree/Degree examination marks certified by 
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a gazetted officer. The originalshould be produced at the time of admis 
sion . Documents/Certificates submitted to the Principal will be kept for 
reference in the college and will not be returned to the student till the 
Completion of the course of study. Hence students are advised to take 
sufficient number of true copies of the certificates for their use . 

9. Candidates possessing certificateswhich are not strictly equivalent 
of the qualification for ad nission (e. g . Senior School, Oversças School 
certificate etc., will not be admitted to the college, without their getting 
prior sanction from the University of Calicut. 

All applicants should produce at the time of admission 2 copies of their 
recently taken passport size photograph one copy to be affixed in the 
“ Principal s Card " and the other for issuing the identity card . 

Students from other Universities/ Bodies who have passed the Pre 
University or equivalent examination after a total of 12 years institutional 
study alone eligible for admission to the 3 year degree course. 

10. Admissions and selections to all classes are governed by the rules 
laid down by government from time to time. Principal s decision will be 
final. The following seats are reserved for Tamil students from the academic 
year 1976-77. 
1. Pre-Degree course 

6 seats 
2. B. A. Degree course 2 seats 
3. B. Sc. Degree course 

2 seats 
4. B. Com . Degree course 
5. Post Graduate course 

1 seat 


1 seat 


Total 


12 scats 


The following fees will have to be paid by the applicants: 
(Subject to revision ) 
(i) Tuition fee (Payable in 8 instalments) Tenn Fees/ Fees for the 

year may be paid ia lump. 
(a ) Pre-Degree Course 

Rs. 124 per annum . 
(b ) " B. A./B . Sc./B. Com . 

Rs. 144 per annum . 
(c ) M. A. / M . Com . 

Rs. 160 per annum 
(ii) Special fees (payable at the time of admission ) 

( a ) Adtuission - Rs. 10 at the time of admission only . 
( b ) Library --Rs. 2 per annun . 
(c ) Calendar---Rc. 1 per annuin . 
(d ) Medical inspection fee of Rs. 2 at the time of admixion 

and every alternative year thereafter. 


Laboratory fecs for- (1 ). B. A. Goography and B. Se. 
except for Mahematics Rs. 10 for main and Rs. 5 for 
each subsidiary subject involving practicalwork . 
(2 ) Pro-Degree Course Rs. 5 for each subject involving 

practical work . 
( f ) Games fce - Rs. 10 per annum . 
(g ) Stationery - Rs. 3 per annum . 
(h ) Magazine - Rs. 3 , Visual Education - Rc. I and Associ 

ation - Rs. 2 and College Day- Rs. 2 per annum . 
(i) University Tournaments affiliation --Re. 1 
( j) University Union - Re. 1 . 
(k) Matriculation Rs. 10 in the case of University Pre 

Degree students. 
(1) Recognition fee of Rs. 10 in the case of all those who 

have passed the S. S. L : C. Examination outside Kerala 
State and in the case of all those who come from 
Universitics other than University of Calicut. The 
former should produce certificates of eligibility for 
college admission and the latter migration certificates at 
the time of admission . A certificate in respect of 
12 years, instiutional study from the institution last 

attended should also be produced . 
(m ) Students Aid Fund - Re. 1 
(n ) Students Welfare Fund - Rs. 2 , 

(o ) Parent Teacher Association - Rs. 3 . 
( iii) Caution deposit as shown below refundable at the end of the 

course after deducting dues, if any . (payable at the time of 
admission ), except in the case of scheduled castes, scheduled 
tribes and other eligible communities. O.B.C. students will 

have to pay the caution money . 
Pre-Degree (Mathematics and Biology Groups) Rs . 40 
(Economics and Commerce Groups) 

Rs. 25 
B.A./B . Com . 

Rs. 40 
B.A. Geography Main 

Rs. 50 
B. Sc. Mathematics Main 

Rs. 40 
B. Sc. Chemistry Main 

Rs. 75 
B. Sc. Physics/ Botany Zoology Main 

Rs. 50 
12. No fee of any kind will be collected from the students belonging 
to the scheduled castes; scheduled tribes, other eligible communities and 
converts from them . The entries in their S.S.L.C.books will be consi 
dered as proof of the community of such students. Community certificates 
should be produced if the community recorded in the S.S.L.ú. book does 
not tally with the list of compaunities published by the Harijan Welfare 
Department 


13. Studenis belonging to convert and other backward classes should 
produce nativity, community and incomo certificates specifying the area , 
viz., old T.C. area or old Malabar area and the sub -caste from the Tahsildar 
concerned along with other certificates required by the college at the time 
of their admission . Only bona fide suhjects of the Kerala State are eligible 


for this concession. Only bona fidesur 


. 


. 


14 . Students belonging to the communities other than those specified 
above who wish to avail themselves of financial assistance (viz ., half fee / full 
fee concess on , financial assistance from the Students Aid Fund , Endowments 
etc.,) should also produce a similar certificate from the Tahsildar when 
notified . 

15. Students availing themselves of the concession from the Harijan 
Welfare Department should submit the prescribed applications in time. If 
the sanction for concession is not received by the office before the 31st 
December of the year, the students are liable to pay all fees due to this 
college. 

16. The college provides hostel accommodation for men students in the 
Men s Hostel buildings near the college and for women students in the 
Women s Hostel in the college premises. Admission to the hostels will be 
made on application to the Warden of the hostels. Students of the college 
who do not reside in the college hostels should reside with their parents or 
guardians or in lodging approved by the Principal., 

CHARGES AND PAYMENTS TO THE HOSTELS 
Every student in the hostel has to pay boarding and dodging charges 
fixed by the Government from time to time. For admissiin to the hostel 
students have to apply to the Warden of the hostels. Application forms can 
be had from the hostel office. 

17. There is a college co -operative society and a college canteen in the 
premises of the collegewhich cater to the needs of the students . 

18. There is a Parent Teacher Association . All guardians are 
expected to become members. 


Government College, Chittur , 
Chittur College P.O., 678104 , 
( Palghat District - Kerala) . 


M. Y. PRABHAKARA MENON , 

Principal. 


G , 84/ J . 
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PART III 

GOVERNMENT COLLEGE, MALAPPURAM 

PROSPECTUS FOR 1978-79 
No. C1-204/78 . 

19th April 1978 . 
1. The College reopens on 1st June 1978 . 

2. Admission to the first year class of the two year pre-degree course 
and the first year of the three year Degree courses under the University of 
Calicut will be made soon after the publication of S. S. L. C. and Pre 
Degree results . 

I. PRE - DEGREE COURSE 
Part I English 
Part II 

Malayalam , Hindi, Arabic or Urdu 
Part III (a ) Group III Indian History, World History and Economics 

Group IV Commerce, Book -keeping, Commercial Corres 
pondence and Secretarial Practice . 

II. DEGREE COURSES 
Part I (i) B. A. Economics main , History and Politics , subsidiarie 

(ii) B. A. Arabic main , Islamic History (Subsidiary) 
(iii ) B. Com . Cost Accounting special subject 
(iv ) B. A. Pattern II Islamic History and Arabic (Double 

main ) 
Part II Second Language: Malayalam , Hindi, Arabic and Urdu 

Modern Language for B. Com .: Hindi/Urdu 
3. Application for admission should be made in the prescribed 
application form within 15 days of the publication of the S. S. L. C. or 
Pre-Degree examination results in June , 1978 . 

4. Late applications will be considered only if there are vacancies . 

5. Application forms for admission can be had from the College 
office on payment in cash , a registration fee of Rs. 2 (Rupees two only) 
or by post by remitting Rs. 2 ( Rupees two only ) by money order to the 
Principal and by a request supported by the M. O. receipt and a self 
addressed envelope with sufficient postage for sending the application 
forms by post. 

Postal orders, cheques and chalan receipts will not be 
accepted . 

Incomplete applications or those illegibly written will not be 
considered . 

7. Originalmark lists and certificate should not be sent wiſh the 
application. The College cannot accept any responsibility for the loss of 
original documents sent with the application . 

3. 86 / J. 
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8. Original mark lists and certificates should be produced at the time 
of interview . 

9. Marks obtained by the applicant at the S. S. L. C. or Pre-Degree 
Examination , as the case may be, should be carefully entered in the space 
provided for in the application form and should be attested by a Gazetted 
Officer or by the Head of the High School or College last attended . 
10. Applicants should satisfy the following age rule: 

1. Pre-Degree: Candidates should have attained the age of 14 

years on the 1st day of October of the year of admission . 
2. B. A./B . Com .: Candidates should have attained the age of 

16 years on the 15th July ofthe year of admission . 
Exemption from the operation of the age rule will not be granted . 

Candidates who do not satisfy the rule will not be admitted to the 
University Course of Study. 
11 . 

Admission to degree course is open only to candidates who have 
passed the Pre-Degree Examination . Applicrnts who have passed the 
similar examinations should produce proof of having undergone 12 years 
of institutional study. 

12 . Candidates possessing certificates which are not strictly cqui 
valent to the qualifications for admission like Overseas School Certificate, 
Senior School Certificate, etc., will not be admitted without the specific 
sanction of the University of Calicut. 

13. Applicants from Pakistan who possess visas other than category 
F will not be admitted . 

14. The Principal reserves the right to reject any application without 
assigning reasons therefor . 

15. Students will be selected for admission according to the rules in 
force from time to time. 

16. Names of applicants provisionally selected will be displayed on 
the College notice board and the applicants will be informed individually 
through thememo card attached to the application form . 

17. Applicants provisionally selected will be required to appear for 
an interview by the Principal on a specific date and time. Those who 
fail to appear for the interview are liable to forfeit their chance for 
admission . 

18. No candidate will be admitted without the interview and the 
presence of the guardian . 

19. The following original documents should be produced at the time 
of interview : 

(i ) Transfer certificate. 
(ii) A conduct certificate from the Head of the institution 

last attended . 
( iii) S. S. L. C. book or Pre- Degree certificate. 


. 
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20. Students who are finally selected for admission after the interview 
will be required to pay the first instalment of fees immediately . 

The following fees will have to be paid by the applicant at the time of 
admission . 

Rs. 
Tuition fee (1st instalment) 

15.50 ( 18 for degree 

courses) 
Special fees : 
( i ) Admission fee 

10.00 
(ii) Library fee 

2.00 
(iii) Stationery 

3.00 
(iv ) Athletic fee 

10.00 
(v ) Calendar fee 

1.00 
(vi) Medical inspection fee 

2.00 
(vii) Magazine fee 

3.00 
( viii) Visual education fee 

1.00 
( ix ) College Union and Association fee 2.00 
(x ) College Day subscription fee 

2.00 
(xi) Matriculation fee 

15.00 
(xii) Recognition fee 

10.00 ( In the case of 

all who have 
passed S.S.I.C. 
Examinati 
outside Kerala 
State . They 
should produce 
certificate of 
eligibility for 
College 

admi. 

ssion ). 
(xiii) Students aid fund 

1.00 
(xiv) University Union fund 

1.00 
(xv ) Library caution deposit 

25.00 (40 in case of 
degree 

courses 
refundable at 
the end of the 
course deduct 
ing ducs. if 

any). 
(xvi) Sports affiliation fee 

1.00 
(xvii) Co -operative Society (voluntary ) 1.10 
(xviii ) Guardians and Teachers Association 2.00 

21. Students belonging to other backward classes and other eligible 
communities, and converts should produce certificates regarding their 
nativity, community and income (specifying their native area viz., old T. C. 
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area or old Malabar area, and their sub- caste) from the Tahsildar con 
cerned with the other certificates required by the college at the timeof 
their admission . Only bonafide students of Kerala State are eligible for 
this coni ession . 

22. Candidates claiming full fee concession should submit their 
application in the prescribed forms. Candidates who do not adhere to the 
above instruction will have to pay the entire fees at the timeof admission . 
The caste and income and nativity certificates should not be attached with 
the application for admission . 

23. At present there is no hostel accommodation for students . 
Students who do not reside with their parents or guardians will be required 
to live in lodgings approved by the Principal. 

24 . Students who reside in places more than 15 kilometres away 
from College and those who stay in private lodgings should have a local 
guardian, nominated by the parent. 

25. Students who wish to get acknowledgement of their application 
may enclose a self-addressed sufficiently stamped post card along with the 
application . 

26. Kerala State scholarship for Arts and Science courses are avai 
lable to students in their 1st year of study in various courses provided they 
have secured 50 % marks and above in their qualifying examinations and 
the annual income of their parents does not exceed Rs. 2000, Rs. 3000 
and Rs. 4000 for P. D. C. Degree and Post Graduate courses respectively. 
The Scholarships are awarded on merit cum means subject to the number 
allotted each year. 


Government College, 

Malappuram . 


K. RADHAKRISHNAN , 

Principal. 


may 
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THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA 

NOTIFICATION 
No.D1-38716 /76 . 

6th January 1978 . 
RULES FRAMED BY THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA UNDER THE 

ARBITRATION ACT , 1940 
In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 44 of the Arbitration Act, 
1940 , the High Court of Kerala hereby makes the following rules : 

1. Tille, -These Rules be called the Kerala Arbitration 
Rules, 1977: 

2. In these rules, unless there is something repugnant in the subject or 
context 

(a ) Act means the Arbitration Act, 1940 (Central Act 10 of 1910 ); 

(b ) Words and expressions used in these rules shall have the same 
meaning as are assigned to them in the Act . 

3 . Presentation of applications:-Every application under the Act shall be 
made by a petition duly verified in the manner prescribed for verification of 
pleadings by Rule 15 of Order VI of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1948. and 
shall be presented to the court as provided in Rule 29 of the Kerala , Civil 
Rules of Practice , 1971 . 

4. Title of Proceedings: (a) Every application under Chapter IV of 
Section 34 of the Act shall be made in the suit in which the order for 
reference, or the order for stay, as the case may be, is sou_ht. 

(b) Every application under Section 7 (2 ) of the Act shall be made 
in the Insolvency Procoedings in which the reference to arbitration is 
sought. - 

(c) Every other application under the Act shall be made in the 
matter of the Act and in the matter of tho Arbitration . 

5. Registration of applications:-Every application under section 20 (1) 
of the Act shall be regissered as an Original suit and shall be accompanied 
by the Arbitration agreement in original or a true copy thercof. Every 
other application made under the Act shall be registered as Original Petition 
( Arbitration ). 

6. Contents of applications:-Every application shall be divided into 
paragraphsnvm hered consecutively and shall contain a statement of the 
relevant facts and the nature of the relief sought and shall clearly specify as 
respondents the persons likely to be affected by the grant of the relief sought. 
Tie full address of the applicant as well as the respundents shall be given in 
the application 

2616 /Eg/s . 


9. Issue of Notice:-Where an application is made under the Act, the 
Cou t shall o der rotice thercof to be given to all the respondents and to 
such other pers n as may appear to the Court, to be likely io be affected by 
thr pro eedinas, to show cause, within the umc specified in the notice, why 
th : ielief sought in the application should not be granted . 

8. Production oj copies of petition for service on respondents:-(1) Where 
notice is ordered on an application by the Court under Rule 7 the appli 
cani sh II with n a week fom the date of such order or within such further 
time as inay be granted by the court file in court a . process memo affixing 
the necessary stamps for issue of proces together with sufficient number of 
copies of the application lor se vice on the persons concerned along with 
the nic tice . 

(2 ) The copies referred toʻin sub -rule I shall be certified as true 
copirs by the party presenting the same or his Advocate and shall show the 
date o presen ation the origin and the name of the Advocates, if any , 
who presented the saine. 

. (3 ) The party on wloze behalf notice is issued , shall, along with the 
proc ss memo fil : printed forms of processes in duplicate, legibly filled up 
leaving,blank the date for appearance and the date of the process . When 
printed torms arc 1:01 available, forms neatly typed or legibly written , may 

(4). The parties or their Advocates shall sign the forms at the left 
bottom Corner and will be responsible for the accuracy of the entries . 

(5) Th : date fixed for appearance shall be inserted in the form and 
the process shall be dated and signed by the officer of the court duly 
authorised . 

(6 ) The court may , in its discretion , direct in any particular caso 
that the forms of process be entirely filled up in the office cf the court . 

(7) In the case of service of any notice by post, the necessary enve 
lope and postal acknowledgment form with the address of the party to be 
served written thereon , shall be produced along with the process . 

9. Statement of Special Case :-Every special case stated under section 
13(b ) of the Act shall contain only a staternent in summary form of the 
meterial facts and the questions submitted for the opinion of the court ... 

(2 ) On receipt of such special case, the court shall register it and 
issue notice thereof to the parties concerned at the expense of the Arbitrator 
or un pirc stating thequestions subnitted for its opinion and call ng upon 
the pa tics- to state in what way the que tiong should be answered . The 
costs incurred by the Arbitrator or umpire on that account shall form part 
of the cos s due in respect of the arbitration and award . 

(3 ) When t e court bas pronounced its opinion under Section 14 (3) 
of the Act, it, shall be the duty of the arbitrator or umpire to obtain a 
certified copy of sucht opinioa and make it part of the award . The cost of 
obtaining such certibed copy shall also l orm part of the costs duo in respect 
of the arbitration and award. 


oy 
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10 Piling of Award - (1) An Arbitrator or umpire causing th : award 
or a signed copy thereof to be filed in court under section 14 (2 ) of the Act 
shall do so in the manner pre-cribed by Rule 29 of the Kerala Civil Rules 
of Pra tice . 

(2) When an award or a si ned copy thereof is so fled in court 
the Arbitrator of umpire shall produc- in curt any de ositions and 
doruments which may have been taken or proved before him . lle hall also 
file a copy of the n tice given to the partics under se tion 14 (1) of the Act 
and an affidavit of service of such notice. 

(3 ) When an arbitrator or umpire files in court the award or a 
signed copy thereof at the instance of any rarv, he shall forthnith give to 
such pary, notice ofsuch fil ng and shull produce in court within a werk of 
such filing, or within such ferther time as the court may grant, evidence of 
service of such noti e on th party concerned . 

(4 ) The court shall then order notice of the filing of the award to the 
other parties affected by the award and such notice shall be taken out hy 
the party at whose instance the arbitrator or umpire has bled in court the 
award or a signed copy thereof. 

(5 ) When an arbitrator or umpire files the award or a signed copy 
thereof as per the direction of the court issued under section 14 (2) ofte Ait, 
the court shall order notice of the award to be given to the her parties 
affecited by the award , and sich nit ce shall be taken out ly the party at 
whose instance such direction hi; be obtained from the court. 

(6 ) Any notice issued under sub -rule (4 ) or sub rule (5 ) of this rule 
shall call up the party to whom it is issued to show cause why jud_ment 
shall not be pronunced in terms of the award . 

(7) In the event of the failure of the arbitrator, or umpire to give to 
the concerned party netics of filing the award or to procuce in court 
evidence of service of suc. notre as prescribed in sub-rule (3 ). f this rule or 
in the event of the failure the party , co cern d to take ut notice . under 
sub-rule (4 ) or sub -rule (5 ) of this ru e within such time as may be granted 
by the court, the courtmay by order sork . t.e pe ition of the file and 
consign the award or the signed copy her or to the reco d room along with 
the connected records withcut proceeding to pass judgeinent. 

(8 ) In any case in which the court has passed an oriler under sub 
rule (7), the cours, may on the application of the para a default and on 
sufficient canse, be ng sn wn for such aclaul , or or the pet tion to be 
restored to file for being further proceeled with aceording to low . 

11 Court fra and Process fee.- (1) The court fees : nd process fics 
chargeable for all petitions and sutshall be in accordarce with the Court 
Fees Act and the rules for the levy of process lees in force for them being. 

( 2) . Except as otherwise provided in therules, the petitioner or the 
plaintiff shall along with his application or within such time asthe court 
may grant file in court a process memo with th : necessary stamps aflixeu fr 
issue of process for service of notice to the other party concerned . 


(8 ) The party who has requested the arbitrator or umpire to cause . 
an aw rd to be filed , shall within three days of his receiving notice of filing 
the award or within surh furt el time as the court may giant, pay the 
proces fees for no ice to the other parties , co cerned . In cases wl.ere the 
awari is filed in court aspor a direction obtained fron. the court under 
section 14 (2 ) of the Act, such proc ssee shall be paid within three days of 
the filing of the award or within such frther time as the court may grant. 

12. Notice th Arbitratur: - Excert where misconduct on tne part of an 
arbitrator or 1 mpire is alleged as a ground for :etting aside an anard cr for 
Itmoving an arbur tor or umpire, is unless the court otherwise orders, it 
shall not be n. cessary to serve ni tice of the application i pon an arbitrator 
ir umpire and h- sholl not be allowed his costs for any voluutary appearance 
in such procecui g . 

13. The forms a pended to these rules shall with such variation as the 
circ m tai ces of the case may icquire , be used for the purpose therein 
mentioned 

14. In cases not provided for the foregoing Rules the provisions of 
the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 , t e Ke ala Civil Rules of Practice, 1971 
and be C.rcular Orders issued by the High Court of Kerala from time to 
time shall mutatis mutandis apply to all proceeding uider the Act including 
appeals . 

FORM - 1 
TITLE OF APPLICATION IN PENDING SUIT 

[ See Rule 4 a ) ] 
In the Court of... 

ORIGINAL SUIT No .. 
A B 

Plaint ff 
C D 

Defendant 
INTERLOCUTORY APPLICATION No .. 
A B 

► Plain if -Applicant 
C D 

Difendar !-R spordirt 
Application f ed under Section of the Arbiiration Act, 1940. 


FORM 2 
TITLE OF APPLICATION IN PENDING INSOLVENCY 

PROCEEDINGS 

[ SceRule 4 (b ) ] 
In the court of... 

INSOLVENCY PETITION No. 
A B 

Petiti not 
C D 

Respondent 


AB 


INTERLOCUTORY APPLICATION No .. 
C D 

Applicant- Respondeat 

Rospndent- Petitio or 
Application filed under section 7 (2) of the Arbitration Act , 1940 

FORM 3 
TITLÉ OF OTHER APPLICATIONS 

[ See Rulc 4 (c . ] 
In the Court of... 

IN THE MATTER OF THE ARBITRATION ACT, 1940. 
A B 

Petitioner 
C D 

Respondent 
ORIGINAL PETITION (ARBITRATION ) No.. 
In the matter of the arbitration relating to .. 
Application filed under Section .. 

of the Arbitration Act, 1940 
FORM 4 
NOTICE 

( Sce Rule 7 ) 
IN THE COURT OF 

IN THE MATTER OF THE ARBITRATION Act, 1940 . 
In he matter of the arbitration relating to ... 

ORIGINAL PETITION ( ARBITRATION ) No... 
AB 

Petitioner 
CD 

Respondent 
To 


1 


Whereas the petit.oner aforesaid has filed an application before this 
court under sccion 

of the Arbitration Act , 1940 sccking the 
following rel ef.. 

(Hrest te the reliefs sought) 

You are here by required to appear before this Court at 11 a . m . on the 
day of to show cause why the aforesaid reliefs shou d not be granted in 
favour of the petitioner. 

In the event of your failure to appear before this Court as directed 
above, the matter will be heard and dis .osed of in your absence. 

A copy of the application filed before this Court is herewith sent for 
your use . 
Dated this the 

day of 

( By order) 

Sheristadar/Head Clark . 
(Seal of Court) 
Note : The nameof the concerned work and department shuuld be 

stated if the matter relates to a department of the 
Government. 


. 


FORM 5 
NOTICE REGARDING SPECIAL CASE 

[ Sec Rule 9 (2 ) ] 
In the Court of.. 

IN THE MATTER OF THE ARBITRATION ACT, 1940 . 
IA the matter of the arbitration relating to 


ORIGINAL PETITION (ARBITRATION ) No.. 


А в . 
C D 
E 


Arbitrátor 
Party No. 1 
Party No. 2 


1 


Whereas in the aforesaid arbitration matter , tho arbitrator mentioned 
above has, under Section 13 (b ) of the Arbitration Act, 1940 stated a special 
case before this court for its opinion on the following questions: 

First, whereas 

Secondly , whereas 

You are hereby required to appear before this Court on the 
day of 

at 11 a. m . to state in what way the questions should 
be answered by this court: 

In the event of your failure to appear befcre this court as directed 
above, the matter will be heard and opinion given in your absence . 

A copy gf the application filed by the Arbitrator is herewith sent for 
your use . 
Daied this the 

day of 

(By order) 

Sheris ladár|Head Clerk. 
(Seal of Court ) 

FORM 6 . 
NOTICE OF FILING OP AWARD 

[ Sec Rule 10 (6 )-1 
In the court of.. 

IN THE MATTER OF THE ARBITRATION Act, 1940 
In the matter of the arbitration relating to : 

ORIOINAL PETITION (ARBITRATION ) No ......08 
AB 

Petitioner 
C D 

Respondent. 
Note : The name of the concerned work and department should be 

stated if thematter relates to a department of the 
Government. 


. 


TO 


*...day of. 


Whereas the àrbitrator (here give the name of the arbitrator) in the 
aforesaid matter has, as requested by AB /CD or as directed by this court as 
per its order in the aforesaid proceedings dated .. 

filed in court 
on the... 

.his award dated . 
You are hereby required to appear before this court at 11 a . m . on 
tbe day of 

to show cause why judgment in termsof 
• the award should not be pronounced by this court. 

In the event of your failure to appear as directed above, thematter will 
be heard and disposed of in your absence. 
Dated this the 

( By order ) 

Sheristadar/Head Clork . 
( Seal of Court) 


day of 
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PART MI 

GOVERNMENT COLLEGE, MALAPPURAM 

PROSPECTUS FOR 1978-79 
No. C1-20478 . 

19th April 1978 . 
1. The College reopens on 1st June 1978 . 

2. Admission to the first year class of the two year pre-degree course 
and the first year of the three year Degree courses under the University of 
Calicut will bemade soon after the publication of S. S. L. C. and Pre 
Degree results. 

I. PRE-DEGREE COURSE 
Part I English 
Part II 

Malayalam , Hindi, Arabic or Urdu 
Part III (a ) Group III Indian History , World History and Economics 

Group IV Commerce, Book -keeping , Commercial Corres 
pondence and Secretarial Practice. 

II . DEGREE COURSES 
Part I 

(i) B. A. Economics main , History and Politics subsidiarie 
(ii) B. A. Arabic main , Islamic History (Subsidiary ) 
( iii ) B. Com . Cost Accounting special subject 
(iv) B. A. Pattern II Islamic History and Arabic (Double 

main ) 
Part II Second Language: Malayalam , Hindi, Arabic and Urdu 

Modern Language for B. Com .: Hindi/Urdu 
3. Application for admission should be made in the prescribed 
application form within 15 days of the publication of the S. S. L. C. or 
Pre-Degree examination results in June, 1978 . 

4 . Late applications will be considered only if there are vacancies. 

5. Application forms for admission can be had from the College 
office on payment in cash , a registration fee of Rs. 2 (Rupees two only) 
or by post by remitting Rs. 2 (Rupees two only) by money order to the 
Principal and by a request supported by the M. O. receipt and a self 
addressed envelope with sufficient postage for sending the application 
forms by post. 

Postal orders, cheques and chalan receipts will not be 
accepted . 

6. Incomplete applications or those illegibly written will not be 
considered . 

7. Originalmark lists and certificate should not be sent with the 
application . The College cannot accept any responsibility for the loss of 
original documents sent with the application . 

3. 86 /J. 
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8. Original mark lists and certificates should be produced at the time 
of interview . 

9. Marks obtained by the applicant at the S. S. L. C. or Pre-Degree 
Examination , as the case may be , should be carefully entered in the space 
provided for in the application form and should be attested by a Gazetted 
Officer or by the Heid of the High School or College last attended . 
10. Applicants should satisfy the following age rule: 
1. Pre-Degree: Candidates should have attained the age of 14 

years on the 1st day of October of the year of admission . 
2. B. A./B . Com .: Candidates should have attained the age of 

16 years on the 15th July of the year of admission . 
Exemption from the operation of the age rule will not be granted . 

Candidates who do not satisfy the rule will not be admitted to the 
University Course of Study. 

11 . Admission to degree course is open only to candidates who have 
passed the Pre -Degree Examination . Applicrnts who have passed the 
similar examinations should produce proof of having undergone 12 years 
of institutional study. 

12 . Candidates possessing certificates which are not strictly equi 
valent to the qualifications for admission like Overseas School Certificate, 
Senior School Certificate , etc., will not be admitted without the specific 
sanction of the University of Calicut. 

13. Applicants from Pakistan who possess visas other than category 
F will not be admitted . 

14. The Principal reserves the right to reject any application without 
assigning reasons therefor. 

15. Students will be selected for admission according to the rules in 
force from time to time. 

16. Names of applicants provisionally selected will be displayed on 
the College notice board and the applicants will be informed individually 
through the memo card attached to the application form . 

17. Applicants provisionally selected will be required to appear for 
an interview by the Principal on a specific date and time. Those who 
fail to appear for the interview are liable to forfeit their chance for 
admission . 

18. No candidate will be admitted without the interview and the 
presence of the guardian . 

19. The following original documents should be produced at the time 
of interview : 

(i) Transfer certificate . 
(ii) A conduct certificate from the Head of the institution 

last attended . 
(iii) S. S. L. C. book or Pre-Degree certificate . 
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20. Students who are finally selected for admission after the interview 
will be required to pay the first instalment of fees immediately. 

The following fees will have to be paid by the applicant at the time of 
admission . 

Rs. 
Tuition fee (Ist instalment) 

15.50 ( 18 for degree 

courses) 
Special fees : 
( i) Admission fee 

10.00 
( ii) Library fee 

2.00 
(iii) Stationery 

3.00 
( iv ) Athletic fee 

10.00 
( v ) Calendar fee 

1.00 
(vi) Medical inspection fee 

2.00 
(vii) Magazine fee 

3.00 
(viii) Visual education fee 

1.00 
(ix ) College Union and Association fee 2.00 
(x ) College Day subscription fee 

2.00 
(xi) Matriculation fee 

15.00 
(xii) Recognition fee 

10.00 ( In the case of 

all who have 
passed S.S.I..C . 
Examinati 
outside Kerala 
State . They 
should produce 
certificate of 
eligibility for 
College 

admin 

ssion ) 
( xiii) Students aid fund 

1.00 
(xiv) University Union fund 

1.00 
· (xv) Library caution deposit 

25.00 (40 in case of 

degree courses 
refundable at 
the end of the 
course deduct. 
ing dues. if 

any) . 
(xvi) Sports affiliation fee 
(xvii) Co -operative Society (voluntary ) 1.10 
(xviii) Guardians and Teachers Association 2.00 

21. Students belonging to other backward classes and other eligible 
communities, and converts should produce certificates regarding their 
nativity, community and income (specifying their native area viz ., old T. C. 


1.00 
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area or old Malabar area , and their sub -caste ) from the Tahsildar con 
cerned with the other certificates required by the college at the time of 
their admission . Only bonafide students of Kerala State are eligible for 
this concession . 

22. Candidates claiming full fee concession should submit their 
application in the prescribed forms. Candidates who do not adhere to the 
above instruction will have to pay the entire fees at the time of admission . 
The caste and income and nativity certificates should not be attached with 
the application for admission . 

23. At present there is no hostel accommodation for students. 
Students who do not reside with their parents or guardianswillbe required 
to live in lodgings approved by the Principal.. 

24 . Students who reside in places more than 15 kilometres away 
from College and those who stay in private lodgings should have a local 
guardian , nominated by the parent. 

25. Students who wish to get acknowledgement of their application 
may enclose a self-addressed sufficiently stamped post card along with the 
application . 

26. Kerala State scholarship for Arts and Science courses are avai. 
lable to students in their 1st year of study in various courses provided they 
have secured 50 % marks and above in their qualifying examinations and 
the annual income of their parents does not exceed Rs. 2000 , Rs. 3000 
and Rs. 4000 for P. D. C. Degree and Post Graduate courses respectively. 
The Scholarships are awarded on merit cum means subject to the number 
allotted each year. 


Government College, 

Malappuram . 


K.RADHAKRISHNAN , 

Principal. 
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THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA 

NOTIFICATIONS 


No. B1-21/78. 

4th April 1978 . 
In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 12 ( 1) of the Code 
of Criminal Procedure 1973 , the High Court of Kerala hereby appoints 
the Judicial Magistrate of the First Class mentioned in column (1) of the 
schedule hereto attached as the Chief Judicial Magistrate of the first class 
in the district specified against his name in colum (2) thereof from the 
date of taking charge 

SCHEDULE 
Name of the Judicial Magistrate 
of the First Class 

Wame of the district 
1 Shri P. Karunakaran Nair 

Tellicherry 
2 U.Madhava Panicker 

Manjeri 
C. N. Balakrishnan 

Kozhikode 
4 K. N.Narayana Menon 

Ernakulam 
P. B. Chellappan 

Kottayam 
6 S. Abdul Karim 

Trichur 
-7 Smt. C. Radhamma 

Trivandrum 
8 Shri T. Sakthidharan Nair 

Quilon 
9 C.Mohanachandran Nair 

Alleppey 


9 ) 


r 


9 


92 


" 


No. B1-21 /78 . 

4th April 1978 . 

(i) 
In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 11 ( 2) of the Code 
of Criminal Procedure 1973 , the High Court of Kerala hereby appoints 
the persons mentioned in column (1) of the Schedule hereto attached 
to be Judicial Magistrates of the First Class to preside over the Courts speci 
fined against their names in column (2) thereof from the date of taking charge. 

SCHEDULE 


Name 


Court 


(1 ) 

. (2 ) 
1 Shri P. Karunakaran Nair , Chief Judicial Magistrate, Tellicherry 
U.Madhava Panicker 

do . 

Manjeri 
C. N. Balakrisbnan 

do . 

Kozhikode 

de . 
K. N. Narayana Menon 
91 

Ernakulam 
P. B. Chellappan 

do . 

Kottayam 
2501 Eg /S 


9 ) 


> 


99 


2 


93 


" 


(1 ) 
6 Shri S. Abdul Karim Chicf Judicial Magistrate , Trichur 
7 Smt. C. Radhamma 

do . 

Trivandrum 
8 Shri T. Sakthidharai Nair . 

do . 

Quilon 
9 C.Mohanachandran Nair do . 

Alleppey 
10 Smt. M. G. Panky, Amma, Sub Divl. Judl, Magistrate , Neyyattinkara 
11 Shri 0. J. Antony 

do . 

Attingal 
12 Smt. M. Bhanumathy 

.do . 

Adoor 
13 Shri I. P.-Kunhiraman Nambiar do . 

Badagara 
14 K.K.Dharmaratnam 

( do . 

Alwaye 
15 C. A. Kunju Mobammed do . 

Kunnamkulam 
16 K.Raghava Menon 

do . 

Chengannur 
17 » John L. Akkara 

do . 

Hosdrug 
18 K. Sadasivan 

do . 

Kanjirappally 
19 P. A.Mathew , Judl.Magistrate of the First Class, Moovatiupuzha 
20 P. V. Abraham , 

do . 

Shertallai 
21 P. Narayanankutty Menon do . 

Quilandy 
22 G. Rajappan , Judí. Magistrate of the First 
Class (Mobile Court), 

Trivandrum 
P.K Rama Panicker, Addl. Judl. Magistrate 
of the First Class 

Kozhikode 
24 C. Ravindran Nair, Judi. Magistrate of the 

First Class , Cochin 
25 K. Sadanandan Pillai 

Nedumkandom 
26 » J. George 

do . 

Kottarakara 
27 Swt. B. S Subaida Beevi 

do : 

Karunagappally 
28 Shri T. K.Wilson , Addl. Judi. Magistrate of 

Tellicherry 
29 , P. K.Chandrasekhara Panicker, Addl. Judi. 

1. Magistrate of the First Class, Trivandrum 
30 M. I. Varkey Pillai, Judl. Magistrate of the 
First Calss 

Chalakudy 
31 T. Ramachandran 

do . 

Pattambi 
32 T. N . Subramonia Iyer do . 

Wadakkancherry 
33 V. M.Mohammed Ismail 

do . 

Thodupuzha 
34 A. I. Francis 

do . 

Kodungallur 
35 A. V. Sreenivasan 
Thirumulpad 

Perinthalmanna 
36 onison 

Punalur 
37 V.Natesan 

do : 

Warkala 


23 ) 


do . 
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22 


do 
do . 


In exercise of the powers conferred by subsection ( 1) of Section 260 of 
the Code of Criminal Procedure 1973 , the High Court of Kerala hereby 
specifically empowers the Magistrates of the first class mentioned in column 
(1 ) of the Schedule hereto attached to try in a summary way all the offences 
mentioned in the said subsection . 


SCHEDULE 
Name of the Magistrate of the First Claus 


. 


وو 
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1 Shri P. Karunakaran Nair 

U. Madhava Panicker 

C. N. Balakrishnan 
4 K. N. Narayana Menon 
5 

P , B. Chellappan 
6 

S. Abdul Karim 
7. Smt. C. Radhamma 
8 Shri T. Sakthidharan Nair 
9 C. Mohanachandran Nair 
10 Smt. M. G. Panky Amma 
11 Shri O. J. Antony 
12 Smt. M. Bhanumathy 
13 Shri I. P. Kunhiraman Nambiar 
14 K.K. Dharmaratnam 
15 C. A. Kunju Mohammed 
16 „ K. Raghava Menon 
17 John L. Akkara 
18 K. Sadasivan 

P. A. Mathew 
20 - , P. V. Abraham 
21 P. Narayanankutty Menon 
22 G. Rajappan 
23 P.K. Rama Panicker 
24 

» C. Ravindran Nair 
25 J. George 
26 K. Sadanandan Pillai 
27 Smt. B. S. Subaida Beevi 
28 Suri T. K. Wilson 
29 P. K. Chandrasekhara P..nicker 
30 M. I. Varkey Pillai 
31 T. Ramachandran 
32 T. N. Subramonia Iyer 
33 V. M. Mohammed Ismail 
34 

A. I. Francis 
35 A..V . Sreenivasan Thirumulpad 
36 A. Dennison 
37 V. Natesan 
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III 
No. B1-21 /78 . 

4th April 1978 . 
In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 9 (3) of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure, 1973 the High Court of Kerala hereby appoints the 
persons mentioned in column (1 ) of the schedule hereto attached to be 
Assistant Sessions Judges to exercise jurisdiction in the courts of session 
mentioned-against their names in column (2) thercof , from the date of 
taking charge. 

SCHEDULE 
Name 

Court of Session 
( 1) 

(2 ) 
1 Smt. P. Komalavally 

Trichur 
2 Sri K. Bharatha Bhushanan 

Tellicherry 
3 N. Kanakadas 

Kottayam 
O. N. Ninan 

Trivandrum 
M.K. Abdulla 

Trichur 
T. Chrisanthose Fernandez 

Alleppey 
K. P. Narayanan Nair 

Tellicherry 
M.K. Brahmadathan 
Namboodiripad 

Kozhikode 
M.Ramachandran 

Tellicherry 
10 V. S. Chidambaranathan 

Quilon 
11 M.K. Chandrasekharan 

Ernakulam 
12 K.M.Mohiuddin 

Trichyr 
13 M. J. Devassy 

Trivandrum 
14 P. A. Shahul Hameed 

Ernakulam 
15 R. Kunjukrishna Panicker 

Alleppey 

IV 
No. Bl-21/78 . 

4th April 1978 
In exercise of the powers conferred by section 11 (2) of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure 1973 , the High Court of Kerala hereby appoints the 
persons mentioned in column ( 1) of the schedule hereto attached , to be 
JudicialMagistrates of the second class to preside over the Courts specified 
against their names in column (2 ) thereof from the date of taking charge. 

SCHEDULE 
Name 
(1) 

. ( 2 ) 
1 Shri K. P. Madhavan , Judicial Magistrate of the second class 

Vaikom . 
2 » S. Ganeshakumaran Nair, Judicial Magistrate of the second 

class, Mavelikara . 


5 ) 


9 ) 


9 ) 
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Court. 


6 


7 


8 


Shri M. D. Sasikumaran, Addi. Judicial Magistrate of the second 

class, Ernakulam . 
K.Rajakrishnan , Judicial Magistrate of the second Class ; 
Neyyattinkara . 
L. Ramachandran , Judicial Magistrate of the second class, 
Ambalapuzha.. 
E. D. Thankachan , JudicialMagistrate of the second class Ily 
Neyyattinkara. 

C. K. Abu Baker, Judicial Malgistrate of the second class 1, 
Kozhikode. 
S. Paradesi Thyagarajan, Judicial Magistrate of the second class , 
Chittoor. 
Antony T. Moraes, Judicial Magistrate of the second class II, 
Kozhikode. 
P. K. Somasundaran Nair , judicial Magistrate of the second 
class, Ernakulam . 
P. Ramankutty, Judicial Magistrate of the cecond class, Alathur . 
S. Sivasankaran Nair , JudicialMagistrate of the second class , 
rathanamthitta. 

K.A. Cherian , Judicial Magistrate of the second class, Badagara . 
» K. Thankappan Pillai, Judicial Magistrate of the second class , 

Irinjalakuda. 
C. K. Velayudhan, Judicial . Magistrate of the second class, 
Manjeri. 


10 
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11 
12 


13 
14 


15 


No. B1-21/78 . 

4th April 1978 . 
In exercise of the powers conferred by proviso (c) to subsection (2 ) of 
section 167 of the Code of Criminal Procedure 1973, the High Court of 
Kerala hereby specially empowers the Judicial Magistrates of the second 
class shown in the schedule hereto attached to authorise detention of the 
accused in the custody of the Police in the circumstances stated therein 
from the date of taking charge. 

SCHEDULE 
| Shri K. P. Madhavan , Judl. Maistrate of II Class, Vaikom . 
2 S. Ganesakumaran Nair , do . Mavelikara. 
3 - M. D. Sasikumar, Addl. Judl. Magistrate of the II Class , 

Ernakulam 
K. Rajakrishnan , Judl. Magistrate of the II Class-I, Neyyattiv 
kara .. 
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6 


20 


9 


93 
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Shri L. Ramachandran , Judl. Magistrate of the II Class , Ambala 

puzha . 
E. D. Thankachan , Judl. Magistrate of the 11. Class- 11, 
Neyvattinkara . 

c . K. Abu Baker, Judl.. Magistrate of the II. Class-1, 

Kozhikode. 
8 S. Paradesi Thyagarajan, Jual. Magistrate of the II - Class, 

Chittoor. 

Antony T. Moraes, Jud !." Magistrate of the II Class-II , 

Kozhikode . 
10 

P.K. Somasundaran Nair, Judl. Magistrate of the II Class 
Ernakulam . 

P. Ramankutty , do . , Alathur. 
12 S : Sivasankaran Nair, do . , Pathanamthitta . 
13 K. A. Cherian , do ., Badagara . 
14 

K. Thankappan Pillai, do . , Irinjalakuda. 
15 » C. K. Velayudan , do.; Manjeri. 

VI . 
No. B1-21 /78 . 

4th April 1978 . 
In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 12 (3) of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure, 1973 the High Court of Kerala hereby designates the 
Judicia : Magissrate of the first class mentioned in column ( 1) of the schedule 
hereto attached as the Subdivisional Judicial Magistrate (s) to exercise 
jurisdiction over the subdivision ( ) mentioned in column ( 2 ) in the 
district (s) specified in coinan ( 3) Thereof agajust their names from the 
date of taking charge . 

SCHEDULE 
Name 

Sub division District (Sessions) 
( 1 ) 

(2 ) 

(3 ) 
S :nt. M.G. Panky Amma Neyyattinkara Trivandrum 
2 Shri 0. J. Antony 

Attingal 

Trivandrum 
3 Smt. M. Bhanumathy Adoor 

Quilon 
Shri I. P. Kunhiraman . Badagara 

Kozhikode 
Nambiar 
5 K..K . Dharmaratnamn Alwaye 

Ernakulam 
C.A. Kunju Mobammed Kunnamkulam Trichur 
K. Raghava Menon Chengannur Alleppey 
John L. Akkara 

Hesdrug 

Tellicherry . 
9 K. Sadasivan 

Kanjirappally Kottayam 
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By order, 
K.B. MENON , 

Registrar . 


Cochin 


NOTIFICATIONS 


No. B1-21/78 (1 ). 

5th April 1978 
In exercise of the powers conferred by proviso ( c) to subsection (2 ) of 
section 167 of the Code of Criminal Procedurc.,1973 , the High Court of 
Kerala bereby specially empowers the Judicial Magistrates of the secor.d 
class shown in the schedule hereto attached to authcrise detention of the 
accused in the custody of the police in the circumstances stated therein 
from the date of taking charge. 

SCHEDULE 


Shri K. A. Cherian , Judl. Magistrate of the 

Second Class 
C. Balakrishnan 

do . 


Thodupuzha 
Badagara 


II 


No. B1-21/78 (1) 

5 th April 1978 . 

(0) 
In exercise of the powers conferred by section 11. (2 ) of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure 1973, the High Court of Kerala . hereby appoints the 
persons mentioned in column ( 1) of the schedule hereto attached to be 
Judicial Magistrate of the first class to preside over the Court specified 
against his name in coluzon (2 ) thereof from the date of taking charge.. 

SCHEDULE 
Name 

Court 


. (1 ) 


Shri C. A. Prabhakaran 


Judicial Magistrate of the first class , 

Kasaragod . 


In exercise of the powers conferred by subsection (1 ) of Section 260 of 
the Code of Criminal Procedure 1973, the High Court of Kerala hereby 
specifically empowers the Magistrate of the first class menticned in column 
(1) of the schedule hereto attached to try in a suomary way all the offences 
mentioned in the said subsection .. 

SCHEDULE 
Name of the Magistrate of the first class 
Shrt C. A : Prabhakaran 


8 
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No. B1-21 /78 . 

5th April 1978 . 
In exercise of the powers conferred by section 11 (2 ) of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure 1973 , the High Court of Kerala hereby appoints the 
persons mentioned in column (1) of the schedule hereto attached , to be Judi 
cial Magistrates of the second class to preside over the Courts specified 
against their names in column (2 ) thereof from the date of taking charge . 

SCHEDULE 
Name 

Court 
(1) 

(2 ) 
Sri K. A. Cherian Judicial Magistrate of 2nd Class , Thodupuzha. 
C. Balakrishnan Judicial Magistrate of 2nd Class , Badagara . 

IV 
No. B1-21/78 . 

5th April 1978. 
In exercise of the powers conferred by section 12 (1) of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure 1973 , the High Court of Kerala hereby appoints the 
Judicial Magistrates of the first class mentioned in Column (1)of the schedule 
hereto attached as the Chief Judicial Magistrate of the first class in the 
districts specified against their names in column (2) thereof from the date of 
taking charge: 


a sua for 1909 


Nameof the district 


Name of the Judicial Magistrale of 
the first class . 

(1) 
Shri T. Abdul Majid 
Shri P. Karunakaran Nair 


Tellicherry 
Palghat 


No. B1-21/78 . 

5th April 1978 . 

(i) 
In exercise of the powers conferred by section 11 (2 ) of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure 1973, the High Court of Kerala hereby appoints the 
persons mentioned in column (1) of the schedule hereto .attached to be 
JudicialMagistrates of the first class to preside over the Courts specified 
against their names in column (2 ) thereof from the date of taking charge. 
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SCHEDULE 


Court 


Name 

( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


Shri T. Abdul Majid , Chief Judicial Magistrate, Tellicherry 
Shri P. Karunakaran Nair , Chief Judicial 

Magistrate, Palghat 
Shri P. A. Mathew , JudicialMagistrate of 

First Class Nedumkandom 
Shri K. Sadanandan Pillai, JudicialMagistrate 

of First Class Moovattupuzha 

(ii) 
In exercise of the powers conferred by subsection (1) of section 260 of 
the Code of Criminal Procedure 1973, the High Court of Kerala hereby 
specifically empiiwers the Magistrates of the first class mentioned in 
the schedule hereto attached to try in a summary way all the offences 
mentioned in the said subsection . 

SCHEDULE 
Name of the Magistrate of the first class 

Shri T. Abdul Majid 
Shri P. Karunakaran Nair 
Shri P. A. Mathew 
Shri K. Sadanandan Pillai 

By order, 

V. SIVASWAMY, 
Doputy Registrar- in -charge. 


2501 Eg/ S 


Kerala Gazette No. 19 dated 9th May 1978 . 
PART III 

THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA 
NOTIFICATIONS 

(1 ) 
No. D1-15636 / 76 . 

15th March 1978 . 
In exercise of the powers conferred by section 122 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure, 1908 and all other powers enabling it in this behalf, the High 
Court of Kerala , after previous publication and with the previous approval 
of the Government of Kerala conveyed in G. O. Rt. 384 /78/Home dated 
25-2-1978 , hereby makes the following amendment to the Civil Rules of 
Practice, Kerala issued by the High Court under the said Act, namely: 

AMENDMENT 
In the said Rules, in clause ( V ) of rule 195, for the figures " 25 " and 
“ 15 ” the figures " 50" and " 30" shall respectively be substituted . 

Explanatory Note 
The cost ol making copies of pleadings, applications or affidavits, 
memoranda of appeals or cross objections at the rate of 25 paise per page of 
typewritten or printed matter and 15 paise in the case of manuscript was 
fixed years back . In view of the increase in the cost of writing materials, 
enhancement of the charges is found necessary . Hence the amendment. 

(2 ) 
No. D1-38249,76 . 

16th March 1978 . 
By virtur of the powers conferred by article 225 of the Constitution of 
India , Section 122 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 and all other powers 
enabling it in this behalf , the High Court of Kerala , after previous public 
ation in the Gazette and with the previous approval of the Government of 
Kerala conveyed in G.O.Rt. 385 /78/Homedated 25-2-1978 , h reby make 
the following amendment to the Rules of the High Court of Kerala namely : 

AMENDMENT 
In the said Rules in clause (7 ) of Rule 15 , for the figure “ 10 ” the 
figure “ 30 ” shall be substituted . 

Explanatory Note 
As per the existing rule , the Registrar has the power to allow from 
time to time any period or periods not exceeding 10 days in all for filing 
lists, furni hing information for paying process fees or for any similar acts 
necessary to make an appeal or a petition ready. If no steps are taken 
within the time so granted by the R gistrar the matter ha. to be posted 
before Couri, since the Registrar has no power to dismiss a case for default 
of prosecution . Much of the timeof the court can be saved if the maximum 
time that can be granted by the Registrar in such cases is enlarged to 
30 days. Hence the amendment. 

(By order) 
K.B.MENON , 

Registrar. 
G.89 /S 


Kerala Gazette No. 19 dated 9th May 1978. 
PART. LU 


കോതമംഗലം മുനിസിപ്പാലിറ്റി , 


• പരസ്യം 


നമ്പർ M -60/78. 

1973 ഏപ്രിൽ 10 . 
1960- ലെ ( 1961 - ലെ 14-ാം നമ്പർ ആക്റ്) കേരള നി സിപ്പൽ നിയമം 
370 -ാം വകുപ്പിപകാരം കോതമംഗലം മുനിസിപ്പാലിറ്റിയിൽനിന്നും പൊതു 
മനങ്ങളുടെഅറിവിലേക്കായി പരസ്യപ്പെടുത്തുന്നത്. 

പ്രസ്തുത കേരള മുനിസിപ്പൽ നിയമം 363 -ാം വകുപ്പI° ( 3) • ഉപവകുപ്പ് 
അനുസരിച്ച് കോതമംഗലം മുനിസിപ്പൽ അതിർത്തിക്കുളളിൽ താഴെ വിവ 
രിക്കും പ്രകാരമുളള പട്ടികകൾക്ക് വിധേയമായും ടി ആക്ററിലെ വിവിധ 
കുപ്പുകൾക്ക് അനുസ്യതമായും ഫീസു നിരക്കുകൾ നിജപ്പെടുത്തുന്നത് നും , 

ലൈസൻസ് അനുവദിക്കുന്നതിനും മാറുമായി പസ്തുത ആക്ററിലെ 
412 (3) വകുപ്പനുസരിച്ച് സ്പെഷ്യൽആഫീസർ എന്ന നില യി ൽ എന്നിൽ 
നിക്ഷിപ്തമായ കൗൺസിലിന്റെ അധികാരം ഉപയോഗിച്ച് : 1-5-1978 
മുതൽ താഴെ വിവരിക്കും പ്രകാരം ഫീസ് കുത്തുവാൻ തീരു.നിച്ചി- 
ന്നുള വിവരം + ാതുജനങ്ങളുടെ 

അറിവിലേക്കായി പരസ്യപ്പെടുത്തി 
യിരിക്കുന്നു . 

പട്ടിക I 


അംശ 


കമ കേരള 

ഫീസി 
നമ്പർ മുനിസിപ്പൽ വിവരണം. 

നിരക്കു 
ആക്ററിലെ 

ചട്ടം 

(2 ) 
1 20 കെട്ടിടം പണിയുകയോ .. പൊളിച്ച 5 ച . മീ . വലിപ്പ 

പണിയുകയോ സ്ഥിതിവ്യത്യാസപ്പ് ത്തി നോ 
ടുത്തുകയാചെയ്യുന്നതിന്റെ സൗകര്യ ത്തിനോ ദിവസം 
ത്തിനുവേണ്ടി മറയോ വേലി യാ പുറം ഒന്നുക്ക് 25 4 . 

പോക്കുസ്ഥലത്തുവെച്ചുകെട്ടുന്നതിന് 
211 ഏതെങ്കിലും തെരുവിലേക്ക് വാതിലോ ഓരോന്നിനും ഒരു 

ഗേറേറാ അഴികളോ താഴത്തെനിലയിലെ വ ർ ", ഷ & ആ ക 
ജനൽ വാതിലോ പുറത്തേക്ക് തളളി 3 രൂപ 
നിറുത്തുന്നതിന്, അനുവാദം കൊടു 

ക്കുന്നതിന് 
213 വരാന്തയോ ബാൽക്കണിയോ” പുറമ്പോ ഓരോ മിറം 

ക്കിൽ ത ിനിൽമാത്തവിധം കെട്ടിടം റിനും അതിൻ, 
പണിയുന്നതിനും ബാക്കുഷാപ്പുകൾ ഭാഗത്ത് നി 00 
ഒഴിച്ച്, ഏതെങ്കിലും , തെരുവിൽ മാസത്തേക്ക 

മരു 
ിഡയിൻ കവറിങ്ങും സൺഷഡും, രൂപ 
സ്ഥാപിക്കുന്നതിനും നു വ ി e 

കൊടുക്കുന്നതിന് 
0 , 663 


ട 


( 2) 


( 3) 


213 ( 2) ചൊതുനിരത്തിലാ പാ 1 6 സ് ഥല ഓംരം 5 ച . മീറ 
ആാ പന്തലുകളേ 

അതുപോലുളള റിനും അതിന്റെ 
ചമയങ്ങളോ സ്ഥാപിക്കുന്നതിന്അനു ഭാഗത്തിനും - ഒരു 
വാദം കൊടുക്കുന്നതിന് 

മാസത്തെക്കു 

ഒരു 


2013 (3 ) O ഡീൻറയും പൊതുനിരത്തുകഇ ഓരോ... മിറം 

ടേയും പാർശ്വങ്ങൾ ലീസു ചെയ്തു വിനും അ തി ന്റെ 
കൊടുക്കുന്നതിന് 

- ജഗത്തിനും , ഒരു 
മാസത്തേക്ക് ര 

രൂപ 
കുറിപ്പ്: - ഉൽസവ സമയങ്ങളിലും പൊതു ആരാധനയോടനുബന്ധിച്ച 
നാടുന്ന ഘോഷയാത്രകളിലും മററു പൊതു ആവശ്യങ്ങൾക്കും 
വേണ്ടി സ്ഥാപിക്കുന്ന പന്തലുകൾ ക്കും തോരണങ്ങൾക്കും" യാ താര 
ഫീസും വസൂലാക്കുന്നതല്ല . 
216 (1 ) മതസംബന്ധമായോ മററുപൊതു ആവ ഫീസില്ല 

ശ്യങ്ങൾക്കോ: അല്ലാതെ ഏതെങ്കിലും 
പൊതുനിരത്തിന്റെ ഭാഗം: കുഴിക്കുന്ന 

തിന് അനുവാദം കൊടുക്കുന്നതിന 
232 & പുതുക്കലും കൂ ട്ടി ച്ചേ ർ ഓ ലുകളും 
246 ഉൾപ്പെട്ട കുടിലുകൾ ഒഴിച്ച് ഏതെ 

ങ്കിലും കെട്ടിടം .: ണിയുന്നതിന്, അനു 
വാദം കൊടുക്കുന്നതിന് 
(4) ഇറാനിലയുളള കെട്ടിടങ്ങൾ 10 ച . മിറാർ താ 

വി സ് തീ ർ 
ജിന് 1 രൂപയും 
കൂടുതൽ വരുന്ന 
ഓരോ 10 ച . മീറ 
റിനും മരത്തിൻറ 
ഭാഗത്തിനും രണ്ടു 

രൂപയും 
? ) ഒരു നിലയി 

കൂടുതൽ ഉള 
ചെട്ടിടങ്ങൾ 
എ ) താഴത്തെ നില 

താഴത്തെ നിലയ്ക്ക 
ഒര വിവരിച്ച 

പകാരവും ബാക്കി 
- യു . രാരേ നില 
യ്ക്കും 

10 ച , 
മീറാനും 

അതി 
ം ഭാഗത്തിനും 2 
രൂപയും 


: ( 2 ) 


( 3) 


കുറിപ്പ്:-(1 ) പുതുക്കി പണിയലുകളോ ഭേദഗതികളോ കൂട്ടിച്ചേർക്കലു 
കളാ നടന്ന കെട്ടിടങ്ങൾ ചെ സംബന്ധിച്ചോ അങ്ങിനെ 
പുതക്കി പണിയുകയോ ഭേദഗതി ചെയ്യുന്നതോ ആയ ഭാഗത്തിന് 

മേൽവിവരിച്ച പകാരവും ഫീസ് വസുൽചെയ്യുന്നതാണ്. 
( 2), മൊത്തം തറ വിസ്തീർണ്ണം 100 ച . മീറാാാ അതിൽ കൂടുതലോ 
വരുമ്പോൾ ഒരു കൊല്ലത്തേക്കും 100 പ , 21 നറിൽ കുറവാകുമ്പോൾ 
6 മാസത്തിക്കുമായി ലൈസൻസിൻറെ കാലാവധി നിജപ്പെടുത്തുന്ന 
താണ്. 
(3) കാലാവധിക്കുളളിൽ ലൈസൻസ് പുതുക്കുന്നതിന് ആദ്യത്തെ 
ലൈസൻസഫീസിൻ E0 ശതമാനം മാതം 

ഫീസ 

വസൂൽ 
ചെയ്യുന്നതാണ്. 

( ബി) കുടിൽ "ചെറാപ്പുര എന്ന ഭാരം10 സ്ക്വയർ 
വിളിക്കപ്പെടുന്നപന്നിയുടെ നിർമ്മാ മീറാൻ തറ വിസ് 
ണത്തിനുള്ളഅനുവാദത്തിന് 

തീർണ്ണത്തിനുംആയ 
തിഭാഗത്തിനും 
"മൂന്നു മാസക്ക 

1 രൂപ 
230 - ഉം : പൊതുനി ത്തുകൾക്ക് അഭിമുഖമായി ആ 8 , 9 10 
246 - ഉം പണിയുന്ന മതിലുകൾക്ക്. അനുവാദം : മീറ്ററിന് 

ര ണ്ട 
44ാടുക്കുന്നതിന് 

രൂപയും കൂടുത 
ലായിവരുന്ന ഓര 
5 മീറററിനും 

ഭാഗത്തി 

നും 1 രൂപയും 
പൊതുനിരത്തുകളിൽ കെട്ടിടം പണി 10 ച . മീററർ വരെ 
യുന്നതിനുളള സാധനങ്ങൾ ശേഖരിച്ച് 25 

ക പൈ സി യും 
വെയ്ക്കുന്നതിന് ദിവസം ഒന്നുക്ക് കൂടുതലുള്ളഓരോ 

5 ച . മീററിനും 
ആ തി ന്റെ 
ത്ത ി ന റ ം . 

10 

പൈസയും 
കുറിപ്പ്:-പ്രത്യേക കാരണം കൂടാതെ ഒരു മാസത്തിൽ കൂടുതൽ സമയം 

അനുവദിക്കുന്നതല്ല. 
-230 (1) സെപ്ററിക് ടാങ്ക് ക യൂസുകൾ പണി 

യുന്ന തിനും പുതക്കിപ്പണിയുന്ന 
തിനും അനുവാദം കൊടുക്കുന്നതിന 

5 രൂപി 
(2 ) ഇ . എ സ ". പി , കക്കുസികൾ പണി 
യുന്നതി 

2 രൂപ 
കുറിപ്പ്: 

-ലെസൻസിൻറെ കാലാവധി രണ്ടുമാസമായിരിക്കും കാലാവധി 
ക്കുളളിൽ 6 ലെസ്സ 

ആദ്യത്തെ ചെലെസൻസ 
ഫ് സിനം50 ശതമാനംമാതം ഫീസ് വസുൽ ചെയ്യുന്നതാണ്, 


ര 


തിന്റെം 


ാഗ 


പുതുക്കുന്നിന 


9 


10 


t 


തിന് 10 രൂപ 


11 


( 2 ) 

( 3 ) 
249 2) താൽക്കാലിക കുടിലുകളും ഷഡ്ഡ ഓാമരം 5 ച . മീറ 
കളും 

പണിയുന്നതിന് അനുവാദം റിനും അതിൻറ 
കൊടു ക്കുന്നതിന്ക 

ഭാഗത്തിനും 3 മാസ 

ക്ക് 2 രൂപ 
പാതുകുറിപ്പ്: - കമ്മീഷണറുടെഅനുവാദം കൂടാതെ അനധികൃതമായി 
പണിയുന്നതോ സ്ഥാപിക്കുന്നതോ ആയ എല്ലാ കെട്ടിടങ്ങൾക്കും 
ചായങ്ങൾക്കും പ്രവ്യത്തികൾക്കും അനുവാദം കൊടുക്കുന്നതിനുളള 
. ലൈസൻസ് ഫീസിനു പുറമേ ലൈസൻസ് ഫീസിന്റെ 50 ശതമ ന 
ത്തിൽ കവിയാതെ പിഴ വസ്യൽ " ചെയ്യുന്നതിന് കമ്മീഷണർക്ക 
അധികാരമുണ്ടായിരിക്കുന്നതാണ്. 
281 കുതിരപ്പന്തി, പശുത്തൊഴുത്ത്, കന്ന 10 ച . മീറ്റർ വരെ 

കാലികളെ സൂക്ഷിക്കുന്നതിനുളള യുളളതിന് 5 രൂപ 
ഷെഡ്ഡം മുതലായവ ഒരു കൊല്ല 

10് ച , 

മി റ 
ാത്തക്ക് 

റിൽ കൂടുതൽ ഉള 
പട്ടിക ( 
285 "( വിദ്യുച്ഛക്തിമൂലം പ്രവർത്തിക്കുന്ന സ്ഥാപിക്കുന്ന 

തിന്ചുമത്താവുന്ന ഫീസ്) 
സംസ്ഥാപന ത്തി ൻറ 

ചുമത്താവുന്ന 
പരിമാണം 

ഫീസ് 
കെ . വി . എ . " പി മാണ്, എന്നത് പരി 

രൂപ 
"ഗണിക്കാതെ സിനിമാശാലകൾ 

ഉൾ 
പ്പെടെ എല്ലാ സ്ഥലങ്ങളിലും റെക്ട 
ഫയറും ട്രാൻസ്ഫോർമറും സ്ഥാപി 
ക്കുന്നതിന്ന് 

15" 
ഒരു കുതിര ശക്തിയിൽ കാവിയാണ 
സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന 
5 : കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ 

കവിയാത്ത 
സ സ്ഥാപനത്തിന് 

15 
5 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയുന്നതും 
എന്നാൽ 10 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കാവി 
യാത്തതുമായ സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന 

50 
10 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയുന്നതും 
എന്നാൽ 20 കുതിരശക്തിയി ൽ ക വി 
യാത്തതുമായ സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന് 

75 
20 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയുന്നതും 
എന്നാൽ 50 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ- കവി 
യാ തുമായ സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന് 

100 
50 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയന്നതും 
എന്നാൽ 100 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവി 
യാത്തതുമായ സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന് 
100 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കുഴയുന്ന 
സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന 

200 


150 


കുറിപ്പ് : -വിദ്യച്ഛക്തിമൂലം( പവർത്തിക്കുന്ന സംസ്ഥാപനങ്ങൾ 

ചുമത്തുന്ന ഫീസ് വിദ്യച്ഛക്തിയല്ലാത്ത , മററു ശക്തിയാൽ 
- പ വ ർ അ ി ക ത ന്ന . സംസ്ഥാപനങ്ങൾക്ക് നിശ്ചയിച്ചിട്ടുള 
ഫീസിൽ കവിയാൻ പാടില്ലാത്തതാകുന്നു . 

പട്ടിക 2 
വി ച്ഛക്തിയല്ലാത്ത മററു ശക്തിയാൽ പ്രവർത്തിപ്പിക്കുന്നവ 

സ്ഥാപിക്കുന്നതിന് ചുമത്താവുന്ന ഫീസ് 


സംസഥാപനത്തിന്റെ 
കുതിരശക്തി 

( 3 ) 


ചുമത്താവുന്ന 

ഫീസ 


( 2 ) 


രൂപ 
"രണംകുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയുന്നതും 
ഗാർഹികാ വ ശ്യ ങ്ങ ൾ ക്കു ളള ത്യ മ ാ യ . 
സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന 

3:00 
ഒരു കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയാത്ത മറാ 
സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന് 

"5:00 
ഒരു കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയുന്നതും 
എന്നാൽ 5 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയാ 
ഞതുമായ സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന 

25 : 0ാ 
5 ( തിരശക്തിയിൽ. . കവിയുന്നതും 
എന്നാൽ 10 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയാ 
അതുമായ സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന 

50:00 
10 . കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയുന്നതും 
എന്നാൽ 20 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയാ 
അതുമായ സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന 

75:00 
20 , കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയുന്നതും 
എന്നാൽ 30 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കാവിയാ 
ത്തതുമായ സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന് 

100 : 00 
30 കുതിരശക്തിയി ൽ കവിയുന്നതു . 
""എന്നാൽ 40 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയാ 
തുമായ സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന 

125 00 
40 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയുന്നതും 
എന്നാൽ 50 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയാ 
ത്ത :ഗുമായ സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന 

150 00 
50 : കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയു n തും 
എന്നാൽ 100 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ കവിയാ 
ത്തതുമായ സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന് 

2CO :("o 
100 കുതിരശക്തിയിൽ 

ക വി യു ന്ന 
സംസ്ഥാപനത്തിന 

250.00 
യറിപ്പ് :-ഏതെങ്കിലും യന്തമോ സംസ്ഥാപനംpo 

പുതുക്കു യാ 
മാററി വയ്ക്കുകയോചെയ്താൽ ഈ ചട്ടത്തിന്റെ ആവശ്യത്തിലേക് 
അത് ഒരു പുതിയ സ്ഥാപനമോ, സംസ്ഥാനമോ ആയി കര ത 
പ്പെടുന്നതാണ്. 


വർഷ 


t 


14 


( 2 ) ( 3 ) 

രിപ് 
12 . 293 മുനിസിപ്പ തീ ർ ത്തി ക്കു ഉളി ൽ 

പാലും, പാലിന്റെ ഉൽപ്പന്നങ്ങളും കച്ച 
വടം ചെയ്യുന്നതിന് ഒരു വർഷത്തേക്ക് 

3.00 
13 306 

ആടുമാടുകളെ കശാപ്പു ചെയ്യുന്നതിനാ 
(Butcher) മൽസ്യ വ്യാപാരം നടത്തുന്ന 
-തിംനാ (Hawking fish ) 2008 
ക്കും 

5.00 
301 റോഡ് അരികിലോ മററു പുറമ്പോക്കു .രാരോ 5, ച , കി 
സ്ഥലത്താ 

സാധനങ്ങൾ ശേഖരിക്കുന്ന റററിനോ അതി 
തിനാ കച്ചവടം നടത്തുന്നതിനോ ഒരു ൻ . 4 o ഗ രി 
ദിവസത്തേക്ക് 

നോ രണ്ടു രൂപ 
15 309 വണ്ടിപ്പെട്ട് പിരിവ് ദിവസം ഒന്നു 

ബസ്| g റി / 
ജീപ്പ് വാൻ -ഒന്നിന് 

1:50 
കേരള മുനിസിപ്പൽആക്ററ് 1950 - ലെ ഒന്നാം പട്ടികയിലെ 12 -ാം നിയ 
"( പകാരം കൗൺസിലിന്റെ യോഗനടപടികളുടേയും, മററു റിക്കാർഡുകളുടേയും 
പകർപ്പുകൾ അനുവദിക്കുന്നതിന് താഴെ വിവരിക്കും പ്രകാരം ഫീസ്ചുമത്തു 
വാൻ തീരുമാനിച്ചിട്ടുണ്ടെന്നുളള 

വിവരം 

പൊതുജനങ്ങളുടെ- അറിവില് 
യ കമായി പരസ്യപ്പെടുത്തുന്നു . 


പകർപ്പ് ഫീസ 

രുപ 
( പ്രമാണങ്ങളുടെ പകർപ്പുകൾ അനുവദിക്കുന്നതിന് ഓമരം 
വരിക്കും ഉളള നിരക്ക 

0 *10* 
ഏറവും കുറഞ്ഞത് ഒരു രൂപ 
2. വസ്തു നികുതി ഡിമാൻറ് രജിസ്ററർ , വസ്തു 

നികുതി ജമ രജിസ്ററർ, തൊഴിൽ നികുതി, ഡിമൻറ് 
രജിസ്ററർ അഥവാ മറേറതെങ്കിലും രജിസ്റ്ററുകളിലെ 
മയുടെ ഓാാരാ ഇനവിവരത്തിൻറയും പകർപ്പിന് 

2:00 


തിരച്ചിൽ ഫീസ് നിരക്കും 
വശ്യപ്പെട്ട പ്രമാണം നടപ്പു വർഷത്തിനു മുമ്പുളള 
കൊല്ലങ്ങളിലേതാണെങ്കിൽ, താഴെ പറയുന്ന നിരക്കിൽ 
തിരച്ചിൽ ഫീസ് വസുൽചെയ്യേണ്ടതാണ്: 
( 4 ) , നടപ്പു വർഷത്തിന് മുമ്പുളളതും, അഞ്ചു 
. വർചത്ത: ൻ ൽ പ ഴ ക മ ല്ലാ ആ തു മാ യ 

പമാണങ്ങൾക്ക് , 
( ബി ) അ ഞ്ചു 

വർക്ക് ത്തിനുമേൽ പഴക്കമുളളതും 
എന്നാൽ, 10 വർഷത്തിൽ കൂടുതൽ 
മില്ലാത്തതുമായ പ്രമാണങ്ങൾക് 


1:00 


പഴക്കമ 


2 : 0 


പകർപ്പ് ഫീസ 
( സി ) പത്തു വർഷത്തിനു പഴക്കമുളളതും 

എന്നൽ 20 വർഷത്തിൽകൂടുതൽപഴക്കമില്ലാ 
ത്തതുമായ പ്രമാണങ്ങൾക്ക് 

5:00 
( ഡി ) 20 വർഷത്തിനുമേൽ പഴക്കമുളള പ്രമാണ 
ൾക്ക് 

10 00 
കുറിപ്പ് : -1. അപേക്ഷകന് ആ വശ്യമുളള ( പമാണം. ഏതു വർഷാ 

തെന്ന് അറിയുകയില്ലെങ്കിൽ ആദ്യത്തെ വർഷത്തെ കൂടാതെ തുടർച്ച 
യായ ഓരോവർഷത്തേയുംറിക്കാർഡുകൾ തിരയുന്നതിന് ഒരു രൂപ 
പീതം ഫീസ് ഈടാക്കു ന.താണ്. 

2. രജിസ്റററിലുളള പല ഇന വിവരങ്ങൾക്കോ അഥവാ 
ഒരു റിക്കാർഡിലുളള എല്ലാ പ്രമാണങ്ങൾക്കോ ഒരു തിരച്ചിൽ ഫീസ് 
മാ താര വസൂലാക്കാൻ പാടുളളു . 
ഉദാ : ഒരാൾ ഒരു ഫയലിലുളള എല്ലാ (പാണങ്ങളോ അഥവാ 

ഒരു രജിസ്റാറിലുളള ഒന്നിൽ കൂടുതൽ ഇനവിവരങ്ങളാ 
തിരയുന്നതിന് ഒരു തിരച്ചിൽ ഫീസു മാത. വസൂലാക്കി 

യാൽ മതിയാകും . 
പാനുകളുടെ കോപ്പികൾ തയ്യാറാക്കുന്നതിന് : 

രിപ് 
( എ ) കോതമംഗലം ടൗൺ മാപ്പ് (ഒന്നിന്) 

10 : 00 
( ബി ) ( Lay out- plan )- ലേ ഔട്ട്, പാൻ 100 ച . 
മീാാറിനും ഭാഗത്തിനും 

5-00 
( സി ) സ്ഥലത്തിന്റെ പ്ലാൻ 100 ച . മീറററും 
ഭാഗത്തിനും 

5:00 
( ഡി ) കെട്ടിടത്തിന്റെ പ്ലാൻ 100 ച . മീറററും ടാഗ് 
ത്തിനും 

10:00 
( 2 ) കിണറിന്റെ പ്ലാൻ 5 ച , . മീറ്ററും ടാഗ 
അത്തിനും 

3:00 
കുറിപ്പ് : -- പകർപ്പ് 4 ദിവസത്തിനുളീൽ 1 : 

ക്യാൺജിഷ അർജ്ജനം 
ഫീസായി രണ്ടു രൂപ കൂടി ജടയ്ക്കണം. 
എല്ലാ പകർപ്പിന്റെയും ഒന്നിൽ 

കൂടുതൽ വരുന്ന മാരാ 
കോപ്പിക്കും ആദ്യത്തെ പകർപ്പിന് " സുലാക്കിയ ഫീസുതന്നെ 
.സൂലാക്കുന്നതാണ്, 

" പട്ടിക 2 

വിനോദ നികുതി 
1961 - ലെ കേരള തദ്ദേശ വിനോദ നികുതി നിയമം 3-9. ചട്ടപ്രകാരം 
മാരാ പ്രവേശന നിരക്കിൻ മേൽ (Each price for ajm; ssio1) 25 ശതമാനം 
എന്ന തോതിൽ വിനോദ നികുതി -5-1978 കുതി ചുമത്തുവാൻ തീരു 
മാനിച്ചു . 


പട്ടി 


1955 - ലെ ( soവൻകൂർ കൊച്ചിൻ പബ്ലിക്ക്. മഹൽ .ആ °ററിലെ 109 (1) 
വകുപ്പനുസരിച്ച് 10 മുറിയിൽ അധികമുളള. ലോഡലുകൾക്ക് 25 ക , സം 
10 മുറിയിൽ കുറവുളള ലോഡ്ജുകൾ ക്ക് 15 ക , യു . ഒരു സാമ്പത്തിക വര്ഷ 

ക്ക് രജിസ്ററഷൻ ഫീസായി ചുമത്തുവാൻ തീരുമാനിച്ചു . 


മുനിസിപ്പൽആഫീസ്, 
കോതമംഗലം. 


വി . മത്തായി, 
സ്പെഷ്യൽ ആഫീസർ, 
കോതമംഗലം മുനിസിപ്പാലിറ്റി. 


Kerala Gazette No. 19 dated 9th May 1978 . 
PART III 


Chengannur Manicipality 


NOTIFICATIONS 


(Under Section 97 of the Kerala Municipalities Act, 1960 (Act 14 

of 1961) ] 
No. Gl. 61/78 . 

Ilth April 1978 . 


It is hereby notified for information of the Public that the Special 
Officer , Chengannur Municipality , in exe 

s: of the powers of Council 
under section 96 of the Kerala Municipalities Act, 1960 , conferred on him 
by G. 0. Rt. No. 1016 /78 /LA & SWD dated 31-3-1978 intends to impose 
under section . 124 of the said .Act a show tax in all shows within the 
Municipality calculated at the rates shown below with effect from 1-6-1978. 
Any objection against the proposed imposition will be duly considered if 
received within one month from the date of publicatian of this notification 
In the Gazette 


Cinematograph exhibitiong 
2. Other shows 


Rats of tax per shore 

Two Rupees 
Five Rupew 


( 2 ) 
It is hereby notified for the information of the public that the Special 
Officer, Chengannur Municipality, in exercise of the powers of the Council 
under section 96 of the Kerala Municipalities Act, 1960, conferred on him 
by G. O. Rt. No. 1016 /78/LA & SWD dated 31-3-1978, intends to impose. 
under section 126 of die said Act a tax on advertisements at the rates shown 
in the schedule below with effect from 1-6-1978 . Any objection against 
the proposed imposition will duly be considered if received within one month 
from the date of publication of this notification in the Gazette. 


Eg . 2500 


SCHEDULR 


Rates for salondar 

month 

R. 


1. In respect of advertisements on hoardings wall 

posts in the form of non - illuminated sky 
signs 

for a space up to 1 sq . mtr. 
(b ) for a space over 1 

up to 
2 sq . mtrs . 
( c) for every additional 2.50 sq . mtrs. or 

hess 


0.60 


sq . mtr. 


0.90 


0.60 


0.60 
1.20 


0.90 


2. Posters 

(a ) for space not exceeding 0.50 sq . mette 
(6) for space not exceeding 1 sq .metre 
( ) for every additional 1 sq . metre or 

less 
3. Advertisements carried on vehicles drawn by 

bullocks, human beings, horses, cycles 
or any other device carried on any vehicle or 
motor car 
(a ) for each vehicle other than motor 

or lorry or any other means of con 
veyance propelled by electrical 

mechanical power 
(b ) for each motor car or lorry or any other 

means of conveyance propelled by 
electrical or mechanical power 


car 


or 


13.00 


7.50 


Note : - This does not apply to advertisements carried on vehicles 

use as public conveyance. 
Advertisement boards carried on boat 

2.10 


2.10 


5. Illuminated advertisements and sky signs - 

(a ) for space up to 0.50 sq . metre 
(b ) for space above 0.50 sq . metre up to 

2.50 sq. metres 
(e) for every additional 2.50 sq . metres or 

less 


3.00 


2.70 


Inetre 


to 


or 


. 


Roles for calen:ler 
month 

Rs. 
6. For advertisement exhibited on screens of lantern slides 
(a ) for space up to 0.50 sq . 

3 00 
(b ) for space over 0.50 sq. metre up 
2.50 sq . metres 

3.60 
(c ) for every additional 2.50 sq. metres 
less 

2.10 
7. For advertisement exhibited on screens by roll films 
(1) . when the area of the visual projected adver 

tisement on the screen is up to 37 sq . metres. 
(a ) Waether the film does not exceed 30.5 

metres in length 
(i) per month 

12.00 
( i) per week of 7 days or less 

3.00 
(b ) where the film exceeds 30.5 metres in 

length , for every additio.al 15.25 metres 
or part thereof 

6.00 
(ii) per week of 7 days or less 

1,50 
( 2 ) when the area of the visual projected 

advertisement on the screen is more than 
37 sq . metres for every additional 9.25 sq . 

metres or part thereof 
(a ) where the film does not exceed 30,5 
metres in length 

2.00 
(ii) per week of 7 day ; or less 

0.50 
(b ) . whether the film exceeds 30.5 metres in 

length , for every . additional 15.25 
metres or part thereof 
per month 

1.00 
per week of 7 days or less 
Note : Merc exhibition of the name of the owner of vehicle , lorry or 

motor car is not an advertisement liable to tax . In respect of 
advertisements on ( both hung across streets , the raic 01 
advertisement tax shall be Rs. 3 per calendar montli orliss in 
a street 3 metres to 6 metres broad and RS. 6 per calendar 
month or less in a street 6 metres broad up to 15 metres, 


per month 


(i) per month 


0.25 , 


( the rates apply only to streets the breadth of which is 13 
metres or less ). In case of advertisecents exhibited for a 
period of less than one month , proportionate rates shall be 
payable for a period of one week of seven days, one month 
being taken as thirty days for purpose of calculation . 


( 3) 
It is hereby notified for information of the public that the : " Special 
Officer, Chengannur Municipality , in exercise of the powers of the Council 
under section 96 of the Kerala Municipalities Act, 1960 conferred on him . 
by G. O. Rt. No. 1016 /78/LA & SWD dated 31-3-1978 . intends to impose 
under section 125 of the said "Act a duty at 4 % on the amounts detailed in 
the said section on the instruirents of transfer of property against which 
such annguints are detailed with effect from 1-4-1978 . Any objection 
against the proposed imposition will be duly conside ed if received within 
one month from the date of publication of this notification in the Gazette. 


.1960 - ല് കേരളം മുനിസിപ്പാലിററീസ് ആക്ററ് സെക്ഷൻ 412 (3 ) 
വകുപ്പു പ്രകാരവും, 31-3-1978- ലെ ആർ.ററി.:1016 /78 /എൽ എ ആൻറ് എസ്. 
ഡബ്ലിയു.ഡി. ഗവൺമെൻ " ഉത്തരവ് അനുസരിച്ചും സ്പെഷ്യൽ ആഫീസറിൽ 
നിക്ഷിപ്തമായിട്ടുളള കേരളാ. മുനിസിപ്പാലിററീസ് ആക്ററിലെ 96 -ാം 
വ കു 4 ( പ് കാ ര മു ളള കൗൺസിലിൻറ അധികാരമുപയോഗിച്ച് - ദി 
ആറിലെ 124 -ാം വകുപ്പു പ്രകാരം ചെങ്ങന്നൂർ മുനിസിപ്പാലിററിയുടെ 
അധികാരപരിധിയിൽ ഉൾപ്പെട്ട പ്രദർശനങ്ങൾക്ക് : 1-6-1978 മുതൽ താഴെ 
പറയു . ( പകാരമുളള ( പദർശന നികുതിചുമത്തുവാൻ നിശ്ചയിച്ചിരിക്കുന്നു . 
ആയതിന സംബന്ധിച്ച്. ! എന്തെങ്കിലും ആക്ഷേപങ്ങളുണ്ടെങ്കിൽ 
ആയ ത ” - ഗസററിലെ പരസ്യത്തീയതി മുതൽ ഒരു മാസത്തിനകം ലടിച്ചാൽ 
പരിഗണിക്കുന്നതാണ്. 


പ്രദർശന നികുതി (124-ാം വകുപ്പ്) 
സിനിമാ പ്രദർശനം (ഒാരോ പ്രദർശനത്തിനും) 
2., മററു പ്രദർശനങ്ങൾ 


( 2 ) 
1960- ലെ കേരളാ മുനിസിപ്പാലിററീസ് ആക്റ് സെക്ഷൻ 412 (3) 
വകുപ്പിപ്രകാരവും, 31-3-1978 - ലെ ആർ, ററി. 1016 /78/ എൽ.എ. ആൻറ് എസ്. 
ഡബ്ലിയു . ഡി . ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഉത്തരവ് അനുസരിച്ച് സ്പെഷ്യൽ ആഫീസ 
റിൽ നിക്ഷിപ്തമായിട്ടുളള കേരളാ മുനിസിപ്പാലിററീസ് ആക്ററിലെ 


5 


- 96 -ാം വകുപ്പുപ്രകാരമുളള കൗൺസിലിന്റെ അധികാരമുപയോഗിച്ച്, 1 
ആക്റനിലെ 125 -ാം വകുപ്പു പ്രകാരം ചെങ്ങന്നൂർ മുനിസിപ്പാലിററിയു 
അധികാരപരിധിയിൽപെട്ട സ്ഥാവര ജംഗമവസ്തുക്കൾ കൈമാററം ചെയ്യുന്ന 
തിന് ടി ആക്ററിൽ വിശദീകരിക്കുന്ന കാരണങ്ങളിൻമേൽ 4 % വസ്തു 

കെമാററ നികുതി 1-4-1978 മുതൽ ചുമത്തുവാൻ നിശ്ചയിച്ചിരിക്കുന്നു . 
ആയത് സംബന്ധിച്ച് ഏതെങ്കിലും ആക്ഷേപങ്ങൾ ഉണ്ടെങ്കിൽ ആയതിന 
ഗസററിലെ പരസ്യത്തീയതി മുതൽ ഒരു മാസത്തിനകം ലഭിച്ചാൽ പരിഗണി 
ക്കുന്നതാണ്. 


3 ) 
1960 - ലെ കേരളാ മുനിസിപ്പാലിററിസം "ആക്ററ് സെക്ഷൻ 412 ( 3) 
വകുപ്പുപകരവും, 31-3-1978 - ലെ ആർ. ററി, 1016/78/എൽ. എ . ആൻറ് എസ്. 
ഡബ്ലിയു . ഡി , ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഓർഡർ അനുസരിച്ചും സ്പെഷ്യൽ ആഫീസറിൽ 
നിക്ഷിപ്തമായിട്ടുളള കേരളാ മുനിസിപ്പാലിററീസ് ആക്ടിലെ 96-0 . 
വകുപ്പു പ്രകാരമുളള കൗൺസിലിന്റെ അധികാരമുപയോഗിച്ച് ടി ആക്ററിലെ 
126 -ാം വകുപ്പുപ്രകാരം ചെങ്ങന്നൂർ മുനിസിപ്പാലിററിയുടെഅധികാര പരിധി 
യിൽ ഉൾപ്പെട്ട പ്രദേശങ്ങളിലെ പരസ്യങ്ങൾക്കു താഴെ കാണുന്ന നിരക്കിൽ 
1-6-1978 മുതൽ പരസ്യ നികുതിചുമത്തുവാൻ നിശ്ചയിച്ചിരിക്കുന്നു . ആയ 
തിനെ സംബന്ധിച്ച് എന്തെങ്കിലും ആക്ഷേപങ്ങളുണ്ടെങ്കിൽ ആയത് ഗസ 
ററിലെ പരസ്യത്തീയതിമുതൽ ഒരു മാസത്തിനകം ലഭിച്ചാൽ പരിഗണിക്കുന്ന 
താണ്. 


പരസ്യ നിരക ° 126 -ാം വകുപ്പ് 


രു കലണ്ടർ 


നിരക്കു വിവരം 


മാസത്തിനും 
അതിൽ കുറവിനും 

( 2 ) 


(1) 


0:90 
: 0 * 60 


പരസ്യ പലകകളിൻമേൽ ആകാശത്തിൽ ഉയർത്തി 
നാട്ടിയിരിക്കുന്ന (പകാശമല്ലാത്ത പരസ്യങ്ങൾ : 
( എ ) ഒരു ച . മീ . കൂടുതലും 2 ച . കി . കവി 

യാതെയും 
( വി ) : ഒരു ച , മീ , വലിപ്പംവര 
( സി ) കൂടുതലായും ഓരോ 

2.5 ച , 21 
അതിൽ കുറവിനും 
പോസ്ററുകൾ ; 
( എ ) 0.50 ച . മീ , കവിയാത്ത സ്ഥലത്തിന 
( ബി ). 1 ച . മീ . 
( സി) കൂടുതലായുളള രാരോ ച . മീറ്ററിനും 

അതിൽ കുറവിനും 


0 *60 


2 . 


0:60 
1:20 


0:90 


-- + 


3 : 0 


1:50 


2:10 


2. 10 


കാളകളോ, മനുഷ്യരോ, കുതിരകളോ വലിക്കുന്ന 
വാഹനങ്ങളിൻമേലും സൈക്കിളിലും മോട്ടോർ 
കാറിൻമേലോ മറ്റു വാഹനങ്ങളിൻമോ വഹിക്കു 
പ്പെടുന്ന എല്ലാ ഉപകരണങ്ങളിലും ഉളള പരസ്യ 
ഞങ്ങൾക്ക 
( എ ) മോട്ടോർകാറോ, ലോറിയോ, അല്ലാത്തതും, 

വിദ്യുച്ഛക്തികൊണ്ടോയന്തശക്തി 
കൊണ്ടോ, പ്രവർത്തിക്കുന്നതല്ലാത്തതു 

മായ ഓരോ വാഹനത്തിനും 
( ബി ) . മോട്ടോർകാറിനും, ലോറിക്കും വിദ്യുച്ചര 

ക്തികൊണ്ടോ, യന്തശക്തി കൊണ്ടോ 
( പവർത്തിക്കുന്ന മറ്റ് വാഹനങ്ങൾക്കും 

മാരോന്നിന 
കുറിപ്പ് : - പൊതുവാഹനങ്ങളിൻമേലുളള പ ര സ്യ 

-- അങ്ങൾക്ക് ഈ നിയമം ബാധകമല്ല . 
4. വഹിച്ചുകൊണ്ടുനടക്കുന്ന പരസ്യബോർഡുകൾക്ക് 
5. പ്രകാശമാനമാക്കപ്പെട്ട ആ കാശ പരസ്യങ്ങൾക്ക്; 

( എ ) 0 50 ച . മീ . വരെ വലിപ്പമുളളതിന് 
( ബി ) 0:50 ച . മീ . “ അധികവും 2 ച.- മീ . , 

വരേയും 
( സി ), കൂടുതലായുളള മാരാ 2.5 ച . മീ . 

അതിൽ കുറവിനും 
6. തിരശ്ശീലയിൽ ; വിളക്കിൻറ സഹായത്തിൽ 
( പ്രദർശിപ്പിക്കുന്ന പരസ്യങ്ങൾ : 

( എ ) 0:50 ച . മീ . വരെ വലിപ്പമുളളതിന് , 
( ബി ) 0:50 ച . മീ . . അധികവും 2 ച . മീ . 

വയും 
" ( സി ) കൂടുതലായുളള 

ഒാരോ 2.5 ച . രീ , 
അതിൽ കുറവിനും 
1 , റോൾ ഫിലിം വഴി തിരശ്ശീലയിൽ പ്രദർശിപ്പി 
ക്കുന്ന പരസ്യങ്ങൾക്ക്: 
(1) തിരശ്ശീലയിൽ കാണുന്ന പരസ്യങ്ങളുടെ 

വിസ്തീർണ്ണം 37 ച . മീ . വരെയുളളതിന് 
( എ ) 30 : 5 മീറററിൽ കവിയാതെ നീളമുളള 

ഫിലിമിന് 
1 , " ഒരു മാസത്തിന 
2. ഏഴുദിവസമുളള ഒരാഴ്ചയും 

അതി ൽ കുറവിനും 


3:00 


. 


2:70 


3 : 00 


3.60 


2 : 10 


12 00 
3:00 


- = 


6:00 


( 2 ) 
( ബി ) ഫിലിമിന്റെ നീളം 30:5 രി, കൂടുത രൂപ് 

ലാകുമ്പോൾ ഓരോ15:25 കൂടുതൽ 
നീളത്തിനും അതിൻറ അംശത്തിനും 
l . ഒരു മാസത്തേക്ക 
2. ഏഴുദിവസമുളള ഒരാഴ്ചയും 
- അതിൽ കുറവിനും 

1:50 
( 2) തിരശ്ശീലയിൻമേൽ കാണുന്ന പരസ്യങ്ങ 

ളുടെവിസ്തീർണ്ണം37 ച . മീ . കൂടുതലാ 
കുമ്പോൾ ഓരോ 9:25 കൂടുതൽ ച . മീററ 
റിനോ അതിൻറ അംശത്തിനോ 
( എ ) ഫിലിമിന്റെ നീളം 30.5 . മീ . കവി 
: " യാതെയുളളതിന 
1. ഒരു മാസത്തേക്ക് 

9:00 
2. ഏഴു ദിവസമുളള ഒരാഴ്ച 
യോ അതിൽ കുറവിനോ 

0:50 
( ബി ) ഫിലിമിന്റെ നീളം 30.5 മീററർ 

കുടുതലാവുകയാണെങ്കിൽ അപ്രകാ 
. രമുളള കൂടുതൽ ഓരോ 15.25 ച . 
മീറററിനം അതിന്റെ അംശത്തിനാ 
1. • ഒരു മാസത്തേക്ക് 

1 : 0ാ 
2. ഏഴു ദിവസമുളള ഒരാഴ്ച 
യോ അതിൽ കുറവിനോ 

0-25 
-ലോറികളിലും മോ ട്ടോ ർ കാ റുക ളി ലും 
വാഹനങ്ങളിലും അവയുടെഉടമസ്ഥൻമാരുടെ 
പേരുകൾ മാ ( തം പദർശിപ്പിക്കുന്നതിന് 
പരസ്യ നികുതി ബ 0 8 °, ധ പ സ ഥ 
മാകുന്നില്ല . 

തെരുവുകൾക്ക് മുകളിൽ വിലങ്ങനെതുണിയിൽ പടർധിപ്പി 
ക്കുന്നപരസ്യങ്ങൾക്ക് 3 മീറ്റർ മുതൽ 6 മീറ്റർ വരെ വീതിയുള 
തെരുവുകളിൽ ഒരു മാസത്തേക്കും അതിൽ കുറവിനും 3 ക. യും, 
6 മീററർ മുതൽ 15 മീററർ വരെ വീതിയുളള തെരുവുകളിൽ ഒരു 
മാസത്തേക്കും അതിൽ കുറവിനും 6 ക . യും ആയിരിക്കും പരസ്യ 
നിരക്ക്. ( ഈ നിരക്കുകൾ ! 5 മീറററിൽ കുറഞ്ഞ വീതിയുളള 
തെരുവുകളെമാത്രം ബാധിക്കുന്നവയാണ്.) 

ഒരു മാസത്തിൽ കുറച്ച് പദർശിപ്പിക്കുന്ന എല്ലാ പരസ്യ 
ങ്ങൾക്കും മേൽ പരസ്യപ്പെടുത്തിയ ഒരു മാസത്തെ പരസ്യ നിര 
ക്കിൻറ് ( ഏഴു ദിവസം കൂടുന്ന) ഒരാഴ്ചത്തെ പരസ്യ നികുതി 
( ഒരു മാസത്തിന് 30 ദിവസമെന്ന തോതിൽ) ആനുപാതികമായി 

വസൂലാക്കുന്നതാണ്. 
ചുനിസിപ്പൽ ഓഫീസ്, 

പി , ചന്ദ്രശേഖരൻപിളള, 
പെങ്ങന്നൂർ, 

സ്പെഷ്യൽ ഓഫീസർ. 
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KERALA STATE LOTTERIES 


No.101/ Pub/Results/78 /DSL . 

15th February, 1978 . 
Following are the results of the 101st Draw of the Kerala State Lotteries 
held on 15-2-1978 at the Vrindavan Theatre, Kodakara, Trichur District. 

First Prize (1 ) Rs. 1,50,000 (Common to all series)J -434373 Consolation 
prize of Rs. 500 each will be paid to the immediate preceding and succeeding 
tickets. 

Second Prize (1) Rs. 50,000 (Common to all series ) L 345934 Conso 
lation prize of Rs. 250 each will be paid to the immediate preceding and 
succeeding tickets.. 

Third Prize (1 ) Rs. 20,000 (Common to all series) G - 159681 Conso 
lation prize of Rs. 200 each will be paid to the immediate preceding and 
succeeding tickets. 

Fourth Prize (5 ) Rs. 5000 (One in each series) 


н 


J 


K 


345857 


329989 


212944 


416833 


449847 


Consolation prize of Rs. 100 each will be paid to the immediate preceding 
and succeeding tickets in the respective series. 


Fifth Prize Rs. 1000 each 


G 


H 


J 


K 


L 


127943 

158850 119896 113528 136637 
128969 

146965 150681 184911 1 : 4323 
120043 

258850 184817 115108 180297 
227943 

246965 219896 213528 236637 
228969 254915 250681 284911 

294323 
220043 

358850 284817 215108 280297 
327943 

346965 319896 313528 336637 
328969 

354915 350681 384911 394323 
320013 

446965 384817 315108 380297 
427943 454915 419896 413528 

436637 
428969 

450681 484911 480297 
420043 

484817 415108 
Consolation prize of Rs. 50 each will be paid to the immediate preced 
ing and succeeding tickets in the respective series. 
Eg . 463/V 


3 


2 


Fifth Prize Rs. 500 each . 


G 


н 


J 


K 


L 


106999 
176892 
132851 
187810 
113494 
206999 
276892 
232851 
287810 
213494 
306999 
376892 
332851 
387810 
313494 
406999 
432851 
487810 
413494 


129211 
190059 
182737 
191220 
125619 
229211 
290059 
282737 
291220 
225619 
329211 
390059 
382737 
391220 
325619 
429211 
490059 
482737 
491220 
425619 


173731 
122382 
122175 
138877 
139498 
273731 
222382 
222175 
238877 
239498 
322382 
322175 
338877 
339498 
422382 
422175 
438877 
439498 


125635 
119883 
103284 
169757 
110031 
225635 
219883 
203284 
269757 
210031 
325635 
319883 
303284 
369757 
310031 
425635 
419883 
403284 
469757 
410031 


194972 
104445 
177285 
186333 
171573 
294972 
204445 
277285 
286333 
271573 
394972 
304445 
377285 
386333 
404445 
477285 
486333 


Consolation prize of Rs. 25 each will be paid to the immediate preceding 
and succeeding tickets in the respective series . 

Lucky prize Rs. 100 Each to all Tickets in all series ending with " 373" 


LUCKY DIP DRAW FOR AGENTS 101 LOTTERY 


1. Two lakh tickets and above ( 1) Rs. 2,000 


M.Mohammedkhan , T.1- E2 


II. One lakh tickets and above ( 1) Rs. 1,000 


P. T. Joseph , K.1 - D2 
III. Fifty thousand tickets and above (5) Rs. 500 each 

1. P. T. Joseph KI 
2. G. L. Agarwal, R42 
3. M. Singaram , E64 
4. M.Mohammedkhan , T.1 

C4 


C3 
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B - 8 


IV. Ten thousand tickets and above (10) Rs. 250 each 
1. M. Singaram , E64 

B13 
2. P. Aravindakshan , C140 

B5 
3. P. V. Bava, E - 136 

B14 
4. M.M.Maheen , T.11 

B23 
5. T. V. Devassy , R. 200 

B.12 
6. I. C. Thakker N21 

BI 
7. G. L. Agarwal, R42 

B10 
8. K. Kumaran , M -18 
9. S. Shanavas, Q - 137 

B.19 
10. K. Ravindran T.40 

B22 
V. Two thousand five hundred tickets and above (20 ) Rs. 100 each 
1. P. A. John, K.31 

A85 
2. N.Bhargavan , C 271 

A24 
3. R. K. Chelliah , Y.25 

-A.80 
4. R. V. Dev, Q.4 

-A.106 
5. D. K. Dhasingharaj, P.22 

-A.50 
6 . P. M. Paulose, Y - 15 

-A.79 
7 . M.Vasudevan Nair, K.30 

-A.84 
8. P. Chandukutty, C.4 

-A.27 
9. M. Balan , D.10 

-A.34 
10 . V. A. Lonappan , R.9 

-A.61 
11. B. Chella , P.77 

-A.46 
12. I. C. Khurana N.8 

-A.9 
13 . T.Madhavan, A.139 

-A.94 
14 . K. H. Patel, N.17 

-A.3 . 
15. K. V. Balakrishnan C. 102 
16 . M.Mohammed Haneef Q.139 

-A.99 
17. N. Subramonian , L.200. 

-A.16 
16 . P. F. Emanual, Y.1 
19 . O. K. Lalmohan Pratap.A.70 

-A.95 
20. S. Sivanandan , A.26 

-A.97 
Agents prize of 5 % on the lucky prize winning tickets will not be deducted 
from the prize amount. Please see the reverse of the ticket for all other in 
structions regarding the surrender of prize winning tickets. 

(Every care has been taken to maintain the accuracy in publishing the 
results) 


-A.32 


-A.77 


AGENTS ELIGIBLE FOR AGENT S PRIZE FOR SALE OF MAXIMUM 

NUMBER OF TICKETS 
( 1) G. L. Agarwal, New Hotel Palace, Trichur -1 Rs. 1000 (2) M. 
Mohammed Khan , Lucky Centre, East Fort, Trivandrum Rs. 500. 3) I.C. 
Thakker, o /s. Kalupur Gate, Ahmedabad - 2 Rs. 500 (4) P. T. Joseph , 
Lucky Centre, Changancherry, Kottayam District Rs. 250 (5) K. H. Patel, 
C /o.Patel Agency, 1020 B. Relief Road , Opp . Dhansuthar s Pole, Ahmedabad - 1 
Rs. 250 (6) M. Singaram , clo. Maruthivilas Hotel, Cochin - 11 Rs. 150 


4 


(7) P. M. Adappa Opp. Catholic Club , Hampankatta Mangalore Rs. 150 
(8 ) K. Ravindran Vinayaka Lucky Centre, Pazhavangadi, Trivandrum 
Rs. 100 ( 9) S. Shanavas, Kaithavaram , Quilon - 12 Rs. 100 
(10) C. Vidhyadharan , Manjula Bakery, Jetty Road , Alleppey Rs. 100 (11) 
C. R. Prabhakaran Nair , c/o. Kavitha Novalties, Municipal Bus Stand 
Buildings, Kottayam Rs. 100 ( 12 ) H. Suberkutty, c/o . N.S.S. Lodge, Thod 
puzha Rs. 100 (13 ) T . A. Sadanandan , Tharassil "House, Perumpadanna, 
N. Parur Rs. 100 (14 ) R. K. Mohammed , Lottery Agent, Swaraj Round , 
Trichur - 1 Rs. 100 ( 15 ) B. Chella , Parakunnam , Palghat Rs. 100 (16 ) 
K. Kumaran , Kanjoor-keerthiyil House, P. O. Pathappiriyam , via Manjeri 
Rs. 100 (17) V. K.Moidu Moty Store , Kallai Road, Kozhikode Rs. 100 (18 ) 
V. K. Mohammed , Veekay Agencies, P.O. Pappinisseri Rs. 100 


ARE YOU OUR NEXT LAKHIER ? 


TRY IN OUR 102nd DRAW 


Price of Ticket Re. 1 only 


Date of Draw 6-3-1978 


Trivandrum 


V. K. CHANDRASEKHARAN , 
Director of State Lotteries. 
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KERALA STATE LOTTERIES 

102 nd Draw 
No. 102/Results/78 /DSL 


6th March 1978 . 


Following are the results of the 102nd draw of the Kerala State Lotteries 
held on 6-3-1978 at the Pankajam Theatre, Munnar, Idukki District. 
First prize (1) Rs 1,50,000 (Common to all series) T 160542 
Second prize ( 1) Rs 50,000 (Common to all series ) R 321041 
Third prize (1) Rs 20,000 Common to all series) R 441664 
Fourth prize (5 ) Rs 5,000 (one in each series): 
P 320001 Q 152050 R 124152 S 275994 T 107995 

Fifth Prize (50) Rs 1,000 (10 in each series ) 
P Q R S 

T 
286104 375227 212710 465264 411019 
133341 377163 382027 421854 281574 
477885 

425277 276000 255424 329438 
278127 166871 4752 

251755 319969 
439343 346580 

414783 365821 293093 
323988 366651 377756 434919 165877 
454710 161160 477096 487689 382037 
241322 114340 299701 281241 221493 
351423 241130 481226 188250 450674 
402266 262517 264002 390144 344225 


Sixth prize ( 100) Rs 500 ( Twenty in each series ) 

R S 

T 


P 


468946 
475721 
151943 
322167 
120094 
257576 
205029 
385399 
120572 
145257 
430465 
133459 
110849 
373854 
300195 
398157 
319536 
251298 
121708 

391826 
EG . 465 / V . 


336244 
380972 
300448 
191982 
266534 
222227 
398047 
250304 
343963 
191908 
140498 
415912 
328420 
328860 
246342 
378091 
344218 
264348 
101941 
361018 


468079 
141020 
495520 
139646 
445065 
409143 
+77339 
241358 
+24237 
290996 
303540 
105969 
344499 
183974 
182915 
170074 
111686 
433441 
377701 
200451 


448644 
288108 
490236 
388846 
386736 
417335 
189734 
120206 
374791 
111919 
169665 
224873 
419404 
343097 
447453 
353952 
379105 
375130 
210457 
174116 


385536 
125761 
213739 
467764 
230205 
324726 
388558 
459924 
191672 
192137 
461950 
274146 
106186 
247003 
174981 
343017 
14024 
221853 
309559 
38566+ 
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Lucky prize Rs 100 each to all tickets ending with " 542" 

CONSOLATION PRIZES 


Rs 500 each 
T 160541 

T 160543 
Rs 250 each 
R 321040 

R 321042 
Rs 200 each 
R 441663 

R 441665 

Rs 100 each 
P 320000 Q 152049 R 124151 S 275993 T 107994 
P 320002 Q 152051 R 124153 S 275995 T 107996 


Rs 50 each . 


P Series 


Series 


R Series 


286103 
286105 
133340 
133342 
375226 
375228 
377162 
377164 
212709 
212711 
382026 
382028 
465263 
465265 
421853 
421855 
411018 
411020 
281573 
281575 


477884 
477886 
278126 
278128 
425276 
425278 
346579 
346581 
275999 
276001 
475238 
475240 
255423 
255425 
251754 
251756 
329437 
329439 
319968 
319970 


439342 
439344 
323987 
323989 
166870 
166872 
366650 
366652 
414782 
414784 
377755 
377757 
365820 
365822 
434918 
434920 
293092 
293094 
165876 
165878 


454709 
454711 
241321 
241323 
161159 
161161 
114339 
114341 
477095 
477097 
299700 
299702 
487688 
487690 
281240 
281242 
382036 
382038 
221492 
221494 


351422 
351424 
402265 
402267 
241129 
241131 
262516 
262518 
481225 
481227 
264001 
264003 
188249 
188251 
390143 
390145 
450673 
450675 
344224 
344226 


S Series 


T Series 


Rs 25 each 


P Series 


468945 
468947 
475720 
475722 
151942 
151941 
322166 
322168 


120093 
120095 
257575 
257577 
205028 
205030 
385398 
385400 


120571 
120573 
145256 
145258 
430464 
130166 
133458 
133460 


110848 
110850 
373853 
373855 
300194 
300196 
398156 
398158 


319535 
319537 
251297 
251299 
421707 
421709 
391825 
391827 
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Series 


336243 
336245 
380971 
380973 
300447 

300449 
• 191981 
191983 


266533 
266535 
222226 
222228 
398046 
398048 
250303 
250305 


343962 
343964 
194907 
194909 
140497 
140499 
415911 
415913 


328419 
328421 
328859 
328861 
246341 
246343 
378090 
378092 


344217 
344219 
264347 
264349 
101940 
101942 
361017 
361019 


R Series 


468078 
468080 
141019 
141021 
495519 
495521 
139645 
139647 


445064 
445066 
409142 
409144 
477338 
477340 
241357 
241359 


424236 
424238 
290995 
290997 
303539 
303541 
105968 
105970 


344498 
344500 
-183973 
183975 
482944 
482946 
170073 
170075 


111685 
111687 
433440 
433442 
377700 
377702 
200450 
200452 


S Series 


448643 
448645 
288107 
288109 
490235 
490237 
388845 
388847 


386735 
386737 
417334 
417336 
189733 
189735 
120205 
120207 


374790 
374792 
111918 
111920 
469664 
469666 
224872 
224874 


419403 
419405 
343096 
343098 
447452 
147454 
353951 
353953 


379104 
379106 
375129 
375131 
210456 
210458 
174115 
174117 


T Series 


385535 
385537 
125760 
125762 
213738 
213740 
467763 
467765 


230204 
230206 
324725 
324727 
388557 
388559 
459923 
459925 


191671 
191673 
192136 
192138 
461949 
461951 
274145 
274147 


106185 
106187 
247002 
247004 
174980 
174982 
343016 
343018 


444023 
444025 
221852 
221854 
309558 
309560 
385663 
385665 


LUCKY DIP DRAW FOR AGENTS 


1. Three lakhs tickets and above ( 1) Rs 3,000 

1. M.Mohammed Khan ΤΙ 


FI 


II. Two lakhs tickets and above (1 ) Rs 2,000 

1. G.L. Agarwal R 42 E2 
III. One lakh tickets and above( 1) Rs 1,000 
1.G.L. Agarwal 

D2 


R 42 


4 


IV . 50,000 tickets and above (5 ) Rs. 500 each 

1. M. Mohammed Khan Tici 2 . Vishnu Agencies L159 C5 
3. P.T.Joseph KI C 2 

4. M.Singaram E64 C3 
5. Nil. 
V. 10,000 tickets and above (10 ) Rs 250 each 
1. K. Janardhanan Nair 

040 

B.10 
2. V.K.Mohammed 

C126 B.26 
3. M. Mohammed Haneef 

0139 B.6 
w . R.Mohammed 

R - 40 B.18 
5. Vishnu Agencies 

L159 B.30 
6. K. H. Patel 

N -17 B.2 
7. Smt.S.R.R. Devi 

Q53 B.7 
8. T.V.Devassy 

R -200 B.22 
9. P.M.Adappa 

L3 

B.28 
10.I.C.Thakker 

N -21 B.1 
VI. 2,500 tickets and above ( 20 ) Rs. 100 each 
1. Harish Kumar 

N -22 A.5 
2. K.V.Bava 

M -38 A.89 
3. I.C.Thakker 

N - 21 A.1. 
4. A.Sankaran 

D - 147 A.96 
5 . P. Sivasankaran 

R -68 A.73 
6. M. Sulaimankunju 

Q -26 A.26 
7. Francis George 

K - 10 A.45 
8. P.T.Joseph 

K - 1 A.44 
9 . G.P.Kammath 

R -113 

A.69 
10. K. Balakrishnan 

T.114 A.22 
11. G.S.Bhatia 

N -53 A.8 
12. T. Padmanabhan 

C - 2 

A. 106 
13. C.S.Balaji 

L - 124 A.118 
14 C.L.Mohanan 

K -25 A.50 
15. M /s. Diamond Agencies 

N -45 

A.6 
16. P.J.Paulson 

R -91 A.72 
17. R.V.Dev 

Q - 4 A.32 
18. S. Ibrahimkutty 

Q - 1 A.27 
19. A.A.Razzack 

P - 99 A.81 
20. U.Govindanayak 

OS-730 A.121 
Agents prize of 5 % on the lucky prize winning tickets will not be deducted 
from the prize amount. Please see the reverse of the ticket for all other stru 
ctions regarding the surrender of prize winning tickets. 
(Every care has been taken to maintain the accuracy in publishing the results) 

Agents eligible for agents prize for sale maximum number of Tickets 
1. M.Mohammed Khan , Lucky Centre, East Fort, Trivandrum - Rs.1,000 
2. G.L.Agarwal, New Hotel Palace , Trichur -1 - Rs.500 
3. Vishnu Agencies, 11 K.G.Road, Bangalore -Rs.500 
4. P.T. Joseph, Lucky Centre, Changanacherry , Kottayam - Rs.250 
5 J.C.Takker , C /S . Kalupur Gate , Ahmedabad -2 -- Rs. 250 
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6 . M. Singaram , Maruthi Vilas Hotel, Broadway , Cochin - 11 - Rs.150 
7 . (i) K . H. Patel, C /o Patel Agency, 1020 -B Relief Road ,Opp. Dhansuthar s 

ole, Ahmedabad - 1 - Rs.150 
( ii) P.M.Adappa , Opp.Catholic Club, Hampankatta , Mangalore - Rs.150 
8. N.M. Hussain , Jai Lottery Centre, East Fort, Trivandrum - Rs.100 . 
9. K.S. Ziar, Kaithavaram , Quilon - Rs.100 
10 . C. Vidyadharan , Manjula Bakery, Jetty Road , Alleppey_Rs.100 
11. Francis George, Travancore General Bank Buildings, M.C. Road , 

Kottayam -Rs.100 . 
12 . P.F.Emannual, Nagasseril House, P.O.Purapuzha, Thodupuzha - Rs.100 
13. D.A.Susruthan, Kailas Qrs., Peruvarm , N. Parur - Rs.100 
14. R.K.Mohammed , Lottery Agent, Swaraj Round, Trichur -1 -Rs.100 
15.B.Chella , Parakunnam , Palghat- Rs.100 
16 . K. Kumaran Kanjoorkeerthiyil House , P.O. Pathappiriyam via 

Manjeri--Rs.100 
17. S. Sankaran , Sankar Lottery Agency, Badagara -4 - Rs.100 
18. V.K.Mohammed , V.K. Agencies, P.O. Pappinisseri, Cannanore 

District - Rs. 100 


MUST BE WON 


Rs . 1,50,000 


AND MANY MORE PRIZES 

IN OUR 


103rd DRAW 


Price of ticket:Re 1 


Date of draw 


27-3-1978 


• Trivandrum . 


V.K. CHANDRASEKHARAN , 

Director of State Lotteries 


EG . 465 / V 


Kerala Gazette No. 19 dated 9th May : 1978 
PART IV 

മ്യൂസിയവുംമഗശാലയും വകുപ്പ് 

പരസ്യം 
No. M A.1 . 1547/78. 

25th April 1978 : 
ത്യശൂർ മ്യൂസിയം ഗേററിനോടു ചേർന്നുളള സ്ററാളിൽ സ്ഥാപന 
ത്തിലെ ജീവനക്കാരുടെയും സന്ദർശകരുടെയും ആവശ്യത്തിലേക്കായി 
ഒരു സസ്യലഘുഭക്ഷണശാല 1978 ജൂൺ ഒന്നു മുതൽ 1981 മേയ് മുപ്പ 

ത്തിഒന്നുവരെ മൂന്നുവർഷക്കാലം നടത്തുന്നതിന മു ൻ പ രി ച യ വും 
| ( പ്രാപ്തിയും ഉളളവരിൽനിന്നും 

താഴെ കാണിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന വ്യവസ്ഥ 
കൾക്ക് വിധേയമായി സീൽവെച്ച് കൊട്ടേഷനുകൾ ക്ഷണിച്ചുകൊളളുന്നു 

വ്യവസ്ഥകൾ 
1 . സാധാരണ പലഹാരങ്ങൾ, കാപ്പി, ചായ , മുതലായ സാധനങ്ങൾ 
ന്യായമായ വിലയ്ക്കും . അളവിലും തൂക്കത്തിലും വ്യത്യാസം വരാതെ 
ശുചിയായി കാൻറീനിൽ 

തയ്യാർ ചെയ്ത പൊ തു ജ ന ങ്ങ ൾ ക്കും 
സ്ററാഫിനും വിതരണം ചെയ്യേണ്ടതാണ്. 

2. സാധനങ്ങളുടെ വില എല്ലാ മാർച്ച് മാസവും നിജപ്പെടുത്തുന്നതും 
1978 ജൂൺ ഒന്നു മുതൽ ചുവടെ ർത്തിരിക്കുന്ന വില് നിശ്ചയി 
ച്ചിരിക്കുന്നതുമാകുന്നു . 

രൂ . പെസ 
1. കാപ്പി-6 ഔൺസ് പഞ്ചസാര, ശുദ്ധമായാൽ നല്ല 
ജാതി കാപ്പി ഇവ ഉപയോഗിച്ചത് 

0 18 
2 . ചായ-6 ഔൺസ് പഞ്ചസാര, ശുദ്ധമായ പാൽ നല്ല 
ജാതി കാപ്പി ഇവ ഉപയോഗിച്ചത് 

0 18 
3. കാപ്പി (( ബൂ - നെസ്കാഫേ-6 ഔൺസ്) 

0 30 
4. ദോശ, ഇഡലി, പുട്ട് ( 40 ഗ്രാം ) 

0 20 
5 . കടല പുഴുങ്ങിയത് 
6. എണ്ണ പലഹാരങ്ങൾ (30 ഗ്രാം ) വട, ബോണ്ട, സുഹിയൻ, 
പഴംപൊരി etc. 

0 15 
1 . മസാലദോശ 

0 50 
8. പൂരിസെററ് 3 എണ്ണം കറിയോടുകൂടി) 

0 50 
9 , ചപ്പാത്തിസെററ് (2 എണ്ണം കറിയോടുകൂടി) 

0 : 50 
10 , വെജിററബിൾ കട° ലറ ° 2 എണ്ണം 

0 50 
11 . സ്വീററ്സ്-ഹൽവ -ജിലേബി, ലഡു , മൈസൂർ പാക്ക് 0 60 
12 . ഉപ്പുമാവ് (50 ഗ്രാം ) 

0 35 
13 : 

0 45 
14 . മിക ചർ 

0 35 
15 , സർബത്ത് 

0 30 
മേൽ കാണിച്ച സാധാനങ്ങൾ ഈ ഡിപ്പാർട്ടുമെൻറിലെ സ്ററാഫിന 
20 % കുറഞ്ഞ വിലയ്ക്ക നൽകണ്ടതാണ്. 

3. ഡിപ്പാർട്ട്മെൻറിലെ ഓരോ ജീവനക്കാരനും മാസത്തിൽ 40 രൂപ 
യം ക്കും മൽപറത്ത 20 % കുറഞ്ഞ വിലയ്ക്ക് 

സാധനങ്ങൾ വാങ്ങാൻ 
അർഹത ഉളളതുമാകുന്നു . 

4 . യാതൊരുകാരണവശാലും ഒരു ഡിപ്പാർട്ടുമെൻറ ജീവനക്കാരന 
മേൽ പറഞ്ഞ തുകയുടെ പരിധിയിൽ . കവിഞ്ഞ കാൻറീനിൽ നിന്നും 
പററുകൊടുക്കേണ്ടതില്ലാത്തതും ആകുന്നു . ആവശ്യമുള്ളപക്ഷം കാൻറീ 
നിൽ നിന്നും തുകയുടെ പരിധിവരെയ്ക്കളള കൂപ്പൺ കൊടുക്കണ്ട 
താണ്. 


0 20 ( 


ചിപ്പു സ് 


G : 39/ V 


2 . . " 


ചേരിൽ 


5. നിശ്ചയിച്ചിട്ടുളള പരിധിവരെയുളള തുകകൾ അതാത് ജീവനക്കാര 
നിൽനിന്നും അതാത് മാസം ശമ്പളത്തിൽ നിന്നും പിടിച്ച് കാൻറീൻ 
കൺടാക്ടറെ ഏൽപ്പിക്കുന്നതും മുഴുവൻ തുകയും ( 40 രൂപ (യാടൊത്ത 
തുക്) പിടിക്കാൻ വിസമ്മതിക്കുന്ന ജീവനക്കാരന് തുടർന്നു ? കുറഞ്ഞ 
വിലയ്ക്കു സാധനങ്ങൾ വാങ്ങിക്കാൻ അർഹത ഉണ്ടായിരിക്കുന്നല്ലാത്തതുമാണ്. 

6 ... മഗശാലയുംമ്യൂസിയവും തുറന്നു പ്രവർത്തിക്കുന്ന ദിവസങ്ങ 
ളിൽ രാവിലെ 7 മണിമുതൽ വൈകുന്നേരം 6 . മണിവരെ കാൻറീൻ 
തുറന്നു പ്രവർത്തിക്കേണ്ടതും. പ്രത്യേക സാഹചര്യങ്ങളിൽ കൂടുതൽ സമയം 
(പവർത്തിക്കേണ്ടിവന്നാൽ സൂപണ്ടിൻറ നിർദ്ദേശപ്രകാരം കൂടുതൽ 
സമയം പ്രവർത്തിക്കേണ്ടതും ആകുന്നു : 

7. കാൻറീനിൽ ആഹാരസാധനങ്ങൾക്ക് അല്ലാതെ മറെറാന്നും വിൽപ്പന 
നടത്താൻ പാടില്ല . മൽസ്യമാംസാദികൾ 

കാൻറീനിൽ പാകം ചെയ്യുകയോ, 
വിൽപന നടത്തുകയോ അരുത്. 
8 . കൊട്ടേഷൻ സമർപ്പിക്കുന്ന കരാറുകാർ പതിമാസം 

ഡിപ്പാർട്ടു 
മെൻറിന് നൽകാൻ ഉദ്ദേശിക്കുന്ന വാടകത്തുക വ്യക്തമായി അക്കത്തിലും 
അക്ഷരത്തിലും എഴുതേണ്ടതാണ്.. 
9 : തിരഞ്ഞെടുക്കപ്പെട്ട കരാറുകാരൻ കാൻറീൻ 

ആരംഭിക്കുന്നതിന 
മുൻമ്പായി 3 വർഷം വാടകത്തകയുടെ, അഞ്ചു ശതമാനം കാഴ്ച 
ബംഗ്ലാവ് സൂപണ്ടിൻറ 

അംഗീകത ബാങ്കിലോ, ഗവൺ 
മെൻറ് (ട്രഷറിയിലോ ഡിപ്പോസിററ് ചെയ്ത് 3 രൂപ മുദപ്ര ത്തിൽ 
നിർദ്ദേശിക്കുന്ന രീതിയിൽ കരാർ എഴുതിത്തരേണ്ടതും ആകുന്നു . 

10. സാധാരണ ഗതിയിൽ കരാറിന്റെ കാലാവധി 3 വർഷത്തേയ്ക്കാ 
യിരിക്കും. എന്നാൽ കാൻറീൻ നടത്തിപ്പ് തപ്തികരമല്ലെന്ന് കണ്ടാൽ 
ഒരു മാസത്തെ നോട്ടീസോടുകൂടി കരാർ അവസാനിപ്പിക്കുന്നതാണ്. സ്വന്തം 
നിലയിൽ കരാർ നിർത്തുന്നതിന് ഒരു മാസത്തെ നോട്ടീസ് തന്നിരിക്കേ 
ണ്ടതാണ്, 

അപേക്ഷകൾ (പ്രത്യേകം കവറിൽ കവറിൻറെ പുറത്തം • കാൻ 
റീൻ നടത്തുന്നതിനുള്ള കൊട്ടേഷൻ എന്നെഴുതി 1978 മെയ്മാസം 
24-ാം തീയതി പകൽ 

മുൻപായി ത്യശൂർ മ്യൂസിയം 
ആഫീസിൽ കിട്ടത്തക്കവണ്ണം സൂപണ്ട് മ്യൂസിയം , സൂ , ത്യശൂർ എന്ന 
വിലാസത്തിൽ അയച്ചിരിക്കേണ്ടതാണ്. കൊട്ടേഷനുകൾ അന്നു വൈകു 
ന്നരം 4.30 ന് ഹാജരുളളവരുടെ സാന്നിദ്ധ്യത്തിൽ തുറക്കുന്നതുമാണ്. 

12 : ഓരോ കൊട്ടേഷനോടും കൂടി 100 രൂപ (നൂറുരൂപ) നിരതദ്രവ്യം 
ഓഫീസിൽ അടച്ച് രശീതിയും ഉണ്ടായിരിക്കേണ്ടതാണ്. അപേക്ഷ 
സ്വീകരിക്കത്ത പക്ഷം നിരതദ്രവ്യം മടക്കിക്കൊടുക്കുന്നതുമാണ്. കാൻ 
റീൻ നടത്തുന്നതിനുളള അപേക്ഷ സ്വീകരിച്ച വിവരം കരാറുകാരനെ 
അറിയിച്ചാൽ നിർദ്ദേശിച്ച ദിവസം 

കാൻറീൻ തുടങ്ങേണ്ടതും 
അതിൽ 

വീഴ്ച വരുത്തുന്ന പക്ഷം അയാളുടെ അവകാശം തളളിക്കള 
യുന്നതും , നിരത ദവ്യം സർക്കാരിലേക്ക് മുതൽ കൂട്ടുന്നതുമാണ്.. , 
13 . മൽ പറ: ത്ത വ്യവസ്ഥകൾക്ക് പുറമേ 

കാൻറീൻ 

സംബന്ധ 
മായി , കാഴ്ചബംഗ്ലാവ് സൂപണ്ടിൻറെ അപ്പോഴപ്പോഴുളള നിർദ്ദേശങ്ങളും 
കാർഡറുകളും അനുസരിക്കുന്നതിനും കരാറുകാരൻ .. ബാദ്ധ്യസ്ഥനാണ്. 
അതിന് വിപരീതമായി പ്രവർത്തിച്ചാൽ നോട്ടീസം കൂടാതെ കരാർ. അവ 
സാനിപ്പിക്കാൻ ഡിപ്പാർട്ടുമെൻറിന് അധികാരമുണ്ടായിരിക്കുന്നതാണ്. 
14 കരാറുകാരൻ കാൻറീനിലേക്ക ആവശ്യമുളള 

ഉപകരണങ്ങൾ 
ചിലവിൽ സംഘടിപ്പിക്കേണ്ടതാണ്. 
"is a 1.1 hta tilipi 
തിരുവനന്തപുരം. 

എസ്. ( പഭാകരൻ പോറ്റി, 
ഡയറക്ടർ , മ്യൂസിയം & സു . 


നാലു മണിക്ക് 


തന്ന 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 


Local Administration & Social Welfare (Panchayat Election ) 

Department 


ORDER 


. 


. 


G. O. (MS) No. 109 /78 /LA & SWD Dated Trivandrum , 9th May 1978 . 

S.R.O.No. 41378.— Under section 14 of the Kerala Panchayats Act, 
1960 (32 of 1960 ), Section 57 oftheKerala Municipalities Act, 1960 (14 of 1961) 
and section 46 of the Kerala Municipal Corporations Act, 1961 (30 of 1961) 
the Government of Kerala hereby issue, in the matter of preparation of 
electoral rolls for the Panchayat areas,Municipalities and Municipal Corpora 
tions, the following directions, namely : 


DIRECTIONS 


1. Short title. These directions may be called the Directions for the 
preparation of electoral rolls of the Local bodies. 

2. Appointment of Enumerators and their duties.— (i) The election authority 
.concerned shall appoint from among the employees of the Government and / 
or Local bodies, as many Enumerators as may be required to complete work 
relating to the preparation of the electoral rolls within the specified time. 

(ii) A house to house enumeration of the qualified electors shall be 
made by Enumerators, based on house numbers given by the local authority 
33 /1554 /MC. 


concerned and by reference to the qualifying date and other conditions: 
specified in the respective Rules. 

( iii ) The function of the Enumerators are very important and the 
accuracy of the rolls depend very much on the sincere efforts made by them . 
Each Enumerator shall be allotted on an average of 300 houses in the case 
of a Panchayat area or 500 houses in the case of a Municipality or Municipal 
Corporation and the work shall be completed within the specified time. 
Every Enumerator shall work under the general supervision and guidance of 
the Supervisor appointed under rule 5 of these directions. 

( iv ) The Enumerators may be allowed to work part- time or whole 
time according to necessity . 

3. Maps of Localities. - A rough plan (Key map ) showing the location 
of the arcas comprised by each ward shall be prepared in duplicate. This 
map need not be to scale . But important topographical details shall be indi 
cated roughly therein . 

4. Enumeration pads. - Each Enamorator shall be supplied with the 
required number of enumeration pads and other relevant documents. Each 
enumeration pad shall consist of 25 printed electoral cards with duplicates, 
bound together and serially numbered , both original and the duplicate having 
the same serial numbers. A specimen each of the outer cover of the 
enumeration pad and of the electoral card is given below . The electoral 
cards shall be printed in Malayalam with a true translation of the same in the 
minority language of the area concerned . The Enumerator shall enter in 
appropriate places the details required in the card on enquiry at each house 
with the head of the family, if available , or the senior adult member of the 
family. The Enumerator shall get the Signature ( Thumb impression in the 
case of illiterates) of the head of the family or senior adult member as the 
case may be, on the space provided in the electoral card and the duplicate 
copy handed over to him /her . 


Specimen of outer cover of the Enumeration Pad 


Name of the Municipal Corporation /Municipality/ 

Panchayat.. 


Ward No... 


.House Number ..... 


Total No. of voters 

(in words) 


Name of Enumerator .. 


Name of Supervisor .. 


Specimen of Electoral Card 
• 1. Name of municipal corporation /municipality/panchayat 

2. Serial number 

3. Ward No...... 
. 4. Heuse No. 

5. Name of house. 


Name of Elector Name of Father |Motherſ 

Karanavan Husband 


Male or 
Female 


Completed age as 
on 1-1-1978 . 


vonCON 


Total No. of Electors in the House (in words) 


I solemnly declare that the above statement is true to the best of my 
knowledge and belief and that the name of none of the abovementioned 
persons has been included in the electoral roll of any other municipal 
corporation municipality/panchayat. I have received a copy of this card in 
which the names of all the electors ofmy family have been entered . 


Signature of the head of the family ! 
senior adult member of the family , 


Signature of Enumerator 


Date : 


5. Supervisors and their duties. - There shall be one Supervisor for every 
eight enumerators . They shall be appointed by the Election Authority 
concerned from among the employees of the Government and for local bodies 
holding posts of Revenue Inspectors or their equivalent or higher categories. 
The work of thc enumerators shall be checked by the Supervisor concerned . 
Every Supervisor shall , besides making generalsupervision and giving guidance 
to the enumerators under his charge, conduct test checks of not less than ten 
per cent of the houses allotted to each of the cnumerators under kina 
and record the results of such checks in a separate enuincration pad. He 
shall ensure that a house allotted to an enumcrater under his control is left 
out. A Supervisor uced check only tça percent of the houses allotted to each 
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of the enumerators under his control and he shall not be entitled to any extra 
remuneration for houses, if any, checked in excess. The persons appointed as 
supervisors and enumerators shall do their work without prejudice in any 


manner . 
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6. Access to Records. For the purpose of preparing any electoral roll or 
deciding any claim or objections in respect of an electoral roll , the election 
authority or any other person authorised by him in this behalf shall have 
access to any register of births and deaths and to the admission register of any 
educational institutions and it shall be the duty of every person in charge of 
any such register to give to the said officer or person such information and 
such extracts from the said registers as he may require . 

7. Obligation of the Head of a family to furnish information . - Every head of 
a family or, in his absence, the senior adult member of the family shall furnish 
correct and clear information to the enumerator in connection with the dis 
charge of his duties and also sign the card when handed over to him /her by the 
enumerator after entering the particulars. 

8. Language of electoral rolls. The electoral rolls shall be prepared in 
Malayalam . In addition to the electoral rolls in Malayalam , the said rolls 
shall also be prepared in Kannada in respect of the areas within Manjeswar 
and Kasargod taluks and in Tamil in respect of the areas within Devicolum 
and Peermade taluks. 

9. Remuneration to Enumerators and Supervisors.-- (a ) The enumerators 
engaged for house to house enumeration of voters in connection with the pre 
paration of electoral rolls may be paid remuneration at the rate of 25 paise 
per occupied house in the plains and 30 paise in hilly areas specified in the 
Kerala Service Rules. Each enumerator may also be paid a stationery 
allowance of Rs. 1.50 . 

(b ) The Supervisors may be paid fremuneration at the rate of 25 paise 
per occupied house in the plains and 30 paise per occupied house in the hill 
areas specified in Kerala Service Rules subject to a maximum remuneration of 
sixty rupees, in the plains and seventy rupees in hilly areas. 

(c) Government employees appointed as enumerators and supervisors 
may be permitted to do part time work and to take one hour off either in the 
morning or evening during the period of enumeration . The enumerators 
and supervisors if they so insist,may be paid an advance of 50 % of the total 
remuneration due to them and also the stationery allowance. 

By order of the Governor, 
N. GOPALAKRISHNAN NAIR , 

Special Secretary to Government. 
PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY THE S.G.P. AT THE GOVERNAIENT PRESS , 

TRIVANDRUM , 1978 . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 


Local Administration and Social Welfare ( D ) Department 


NOTICE 
No. 38998 /D1/75 /LA & SWD . - Dated , Trivandrum , 9th May 1978. 

Whereas, representations have been received by the Government request 
ing for the constitution of the Chavakad Panchayat area into a Municipality ; 

Andwhereas, the Government consider that for the better civic administra 
tion of the said area, its constitution into a municipality is desirable . 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (a ) of sub 
section ( 1) of section 4 of the Kerala Municipalities Act, 1960 ( 14 of 1961) the 
Government of Kerala hereby declare their intention to constitute the 
Chavakad Panchayat area into a Municipality ; 

Notice is hereby given under sub -section (2 ) of section 4 of the said Act 
that any inhabitant of the above Panchayat area may, if he desires to objectto 
such constitution , submit his objections, if any in writing to the Government 
within two months from the date of publication of this notification . Objections 
shall be addressed to the Special Secretary to Government, Local Administra 
tion and Social Welfare (D ) Department, Secretariat, Trivandrum . 

By order of the Governor, 
N. GOPALAKRISHNAN NAIR , 

Special Secretary. 


PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY THE S.G.P. AT THE GOVERNMENT PRESS, 

TRIVANDRUM , 1978. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
General Administration (Political-A ) Department 


NOTIFICATION 


No. 32379/Pol.A2/78 /GAD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 9th May 1978. 
Shri K. Sankaranarayanan , Minister for Agriculture and Community 
Development, will be away from the State from the 2nd to the 25th May , 
1978. Under Rule 5 of the Rules of Business, the Governor has been 
pleased to assign, for the duration of his absence, the subjects held by 
Shri K. Sankaranarayanan to the following Ministers: 
(i) Shri K. K. Balakrishnan , 

Agriculture, Animal 
Minister for Harijan Welfare and Husbandry and Dairy 
Irrigation . 

Development. 


(ii) Shri Oommen Chandy, 

Minister for Labour and Housing. 


Community Development, 
Colonisation and Settlement. 


G. BHASKARAN NAIR , 
Chief Secretary to Government. 


PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY THE S.C.P. AT THE GOVERNMENT PRESS , 

TRIVANDRUM , 1978 . 
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NOTICE 


JUNDER Section 9 (5 ) OF THE KERALA LAND Aa Juisitio.x Agr, 1961 

(Act 21 OF 1962 ) 
No. A -687/75 . 

8th May 1978. 
Notice is hereby given that the Government intend to take possession of 
the lands mentioned in the list below , which are required for a public purpose 
under the Kerala Land Acquisition Act, 1961 (Act 21 of 1962 ). All persons 
interested in the land are required to appear in person or by authorised agent 
on 21-5-1978 before the Special Tahsildar L. A. (N.H.), Alleppey and to 
state/put in a statement in writing signed by themselves or their agents 
showing the nature of their respective interests in the land and the amount 
and particulars of their claim to compensation for such ) interests in the land 
and their objections, if any to the measurements made under section 8 
of the Act. 
Note.-- If the persons interested refuse to make a claim to compensation 

or omit with yutsufficient reasons, to make such claim , the amount 
to be awarded by the Court, in the event of a reference being 
made to it on application made by them shall in no case exceed 
the amount awarded by the Collector under section 11 of 

the Act . 
0069 68sjo.070930 elmº00100 011m13183030 , 1961- e Gang 
MO LDOS 37" 819 9 °09 (1962.63 21-5 . g * " 09 ") 01830. 6203 021901] 
ക്കാര്യത്തിന് ആവശ്യമായിട്ടുളളതുമായ ഭൂമി കൈവശപ്പെടുത്തുവാൻ ഗവൺ 

2009 23° C300109 moumº onimo em şim " 3 bln101003m3. 
1121 tulong 207 01.07.1970 ni nºw 323 1948 ) . Dolcz) , powiajro) 
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ഏജൻറുമൂലമോ 24-5-1978-ാം തീയതി ആലപ്പുഴ നാഷണൽ ഹൈവേ ലാൻഡ 
അക്വിസിഷൻ സ്പെഷ്യൽ തഹശീൽദാർ മുമ്പാകെ ഹാജരാകുകയും, ഭൂമിയി ൽ 
അവരോരോരുത്തർക്കുമുള്ള അവകാശബന്ധങ്ങളുടെ സ്വഭാവവും ഭൂമിയി ൽ 
അങ്ങനെയുളള 

അവകാശ ബന്ധങ്ങ ൾ സം ബന്ധിച്ചിടത്ത ളം നഷ്ട്രപതി 
ഫലത്തിന് അവർക്കുളള തേർച്ചയുടെ തുകയും വിവരങ്ങളും ആക്ററ് 8 -ാം 
വകുപ്പുപ്രകാരം എടുത്തിട്ടുളള അളവു സംബന്ധിച്ച് വല്ല ആക്ഷേപവു 
മുണ്ടെങ്കിൽ അതും ഏതാണെന്ന് കാണിച്ചുകൊണ്ട് പ്രസ്താവന ചെയ്യുകയും 
അവരോ അവരുടെ ഏജൻറുമാരോ എഴുതി ഒപ്പിട്ട ഒരു സ്റേറററുമെൻറ 
സമർപ്പിക്കുകയും ചെയ്യണമെന്ന് അവരോട് ആവശ്യപ്പെടുന്നു . 
കുറിപ്പ്.-- അ വക ശ ബന്ധമുളളവർ നഷടപതിഫല ത്തിന തേർച്ച 

ചെയ്യാൻ കൂട്ടാക്കാതിരിക്കുകയോ, മതിയായ കാരണമില്ലാതെ 
അങ്ങ നെ തർച്ചചെയ്യാൻ വീഴ്ച ചെയ്യുകയാ 

ചെയ്യുന്ന 
പക്ഷം അവരുടെ അ സ പ ക ് ഷ യി ൻ മ ൽ കോടതിക്ക് 
റഫറൻസ് അയയ്ക്കുന്ന സംഗതിയി ൽ കോടതി വിധിച്ചു 

കൊടുക്കേണ്ടതുക യാതൊരു സംഗതിയിലും ആക്ററ് 11 -ാം 
വകുപ്പു പ്രകാരം കളക്ററർ വിധിച്ചുകൊടുക്കുന്ന തുകയി ൽ 
കവിയാൻ പാടില്ലാത്തതാകുന്നു . 

Particulars of land 

District.- Alleppey. 
Taluk.-- Shertallai. 

Village. - Thuravoor North . 
Survey No. Description 

Extent 

Are Sq . ft . 
250/12 - A2-3 

Dry 

00 77 
302/10-3 

00 81 
302 /1-21 

00 88 
250 /12 - A6-3 

00 73 
250/ 9-6 

00 38 
302|6-3 

00 29 
302 /12-3 

01 20 
250/12/03/4 

00 68 
302/13-3 

00 41 

(Sd .) 

Land Acquisition Officer & 
Alleppey. 

Special Tahsildar (N. H.) 
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